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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Law (LEG - PBN ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 


No. 1800 /Leg . Pbn . 2 /78 /Law . Dated , Trivandrum , 2nd February 1978 . 

The following Act of Parliament, published in a Gazette of India 
Extraordinary, Part II-Section 1, dated the 2th December 1977 , is hereby 
republished for general information . The Bill as passed by the Houses of 
Parliament received the assent of the President on the 24th December, 1977. 


By order of the Governor, 
K. VISWANATHAN NAIR , 
Additional Law Secretary . 


THE PAYMENT OF BONUS (AMENDMENT) ACT, 1977 

( Act 43 of 1977 ) 

An 

Act 
further to amend the Payment of Bonus Act, 1965 
Be it enacted by Parliament in the Twenty-eighth Year of the Republic 
of India ,as follows: 

1. Short title and commencement.--- (1) This Act may be called the 
Payment of Bonus (Amendment) Act, 1971 . 

(2) It shall be deemed to have come into foree on the 3rd day of 
September, 1977 . 

2. Act 21 of 1965 to have modified effect for a particular period. The 
Payment of Bonus Act, 1965 (hereinafter referred to as the principal Act ) 
shall, 

(a ) in ation to a factory or other establishment to which the 
principal Act applies immediately before the commencement of this Act; 
and 

(6) in relation to a banking company and the Industrial Recon 
struction Corporation of India to which the principal Act applies on 

and from such commencement by virtue of this Act , 
G. 965 


. 


Haveffect in respect of the accounting year commencing on any day in the 
year 1976 as if the amendments specified in sections 3 to 2 ) had been made 
in that Act...... 

Explanation . In this section , the expressions " banking company" and 
" accounting year hall have the meanings respectively assigned to them in 
clauses (8 ) and (1) of section 2 of the pri.cipal Act. 

3. Substitution of long title . - In the principal Act, for the long title , the 
. following long title shall be substituted , namely : 

" An Act to provide for the payment of bonus to persons employed 
in certain establishments and for matters connected therewith ." . 

4. Amednment of section 2. - In Section 2 of the principal Act, in sub 
claue (a ) of clause (4 ), after the wo ds " being a company " , the brackets 
and words (other than a bank ng co. pany) " shall be inserted . 

5. Substitution of new section for section 4.- For secion 4 of the principal 
Act, the following section shall be substituted , namely : 

“ 4. Computation of gross profits . - The gross profits derived by an 
employer from an establishment in čespect of the accounting year 
shall 

(a) in the case of a banking company, be calculated in the 
manner specified in the First Schedule ; 

(6 ) in any other case, be calculated in the manner specified in 
the Second Schedule ." . 
6. Amendment of section 6.- In section 6 of the principal Act, 

(a) in clause (b), for the words “ development rebate or development 
allowance " , the words " development rebate or investment allowance or 
development allowance" shall be substituted ; 

(6 ) in clause (d ), for the w rts Second Schedule " , the words 
“ Third Schedule " shall be substituted . 

7. Amendment of section 7. - In section 7 of the principal Act, in clause 
(e!, for the brackets and words “ (other than development rebate or develop 
ment allowance," , the brackets and words “ (oiher than development rebate 
or investment allowance or development allowance )" shall be substituted . 
8. Amendment of section 10 .-- In section 10 of the principal Act, - 

(a ) alter subsection ( 2 ), the following subsection shall be inserted , 
namely: 

(24 ). Notwithstanding anything contained in subsection (1) 
regarding the payment of minimum bonus, but subject to the other . 
provisions of this Act, every employer shall be bound to pay to 

Very employee a minimum bonus which shall be 8.33 per cent. of 
the salary or wage earned by the employee duriog the accounting 
year or one hundred rupees, whichever is higher, whether or not 
the employer has any allocable surplus in the accounting year ; 


-. 


Provided thatwhere an employee has not completed fifteen 
years ofage at he begin : ine of the accounting year, the provisions 
of this subsection shall have effect in relati n io such employee as 
it for the words " one hundred rupees" , the words " sixty rupees" 
were substituted . ; 

(6 ) in subsection (3 ). for the words: “ Third Schedule" , the words 
“ Fourth Schedule " shall be substituted . 

9. Amendment of section -15.-- In section 15 of the pricipal Act, for the 
word . " Third Schedule” wherever they occur, the words " Fourth Schedule" : 
shall be substituted . 

10. Amendment of section 16.-- In section 16 of the principal Act, in 
subsection (IB), for the words “ Third Schedule " at both he places where 
t.ey occur, the words " Fourth Schedule" sail be substituted . 

11. Amendment nf section 21. - In section 21 of the principal Act, in the 
Explanation, for the words and figures sections 22 , 23 and 25 " , the words 
and figures " sections 22 , 23, 24 and 25 " shall be substituted . 

12 . Amendment of section 23. - In section 23 of the principal Act, in 
subsection ( 1), for the word and figures " section 25 " , the words and Sigure 
" sections 24 and 25 " shall be substituted... 

13. Insertion of new section 24. - Af er section 23 of the principal Act, 
the following sec, ion shall be inserted , namely : 

“ 24. Audzed accounts of ban ing companies not to be questioned 
( 1) Where any dispute of the nati re specified in sect on 22 i elvern an 
ci poyer , being a banking company, and its employees has been r fer ed 
to the aid uthority und r that section and during ihe course of p oce. 
din s the accounts of the hanking company duly audited a e produced 
before it, the said authority shail no permit any trade wion or 
employees to question the cor ectness of such a counts, but the trade 
urion or the implo , ces may be permitted to obtain from the hanki g 
company such information as is n cessary for verifying the amount of 
bonus due under this Act. 

(2 ) Nothing contained in , subsection (1) shall enab e the trade 
union or the employees io obtain any information wh ch the banking 
company is not compelled to furnish under the provisionsof section 34A 
of the Banking Regulation Act, 1919 (10 of 1949)." . 

14. Amendment of sect on 27. - In section 27 of the p incipal Act, after 
subsection (4 ), the following s bsection shall be inserted, namely : 

" (5 ) Nothing contained in this section shall enable an Inspector 
to require a bar king coa pany to furnish or disclose any tatement or 
informat on is to produce, or give in pectio of, any of its books of 
account or oth r documen s, which a banking company canno b . 
compelled to furnish , disclose, produce or give inspection of, under 
the provisions of section 34A of the Banking Regulation Act, 1949 
( 10 of 1949) ." 


15 . Amendment of section 31A . - In section 31A of the principal Act; in 
the proviso , for the words Provided that" , the words " Provided further 
that shall be substituted and before the proviso as so amended , the following 
proviso shall be inserted , namely : 

“ Provided that any such agreement or settlement whereby the 
employees relinquish their right to receive the minimum bonus under 
subsection (2A ) of section 10 shall be null and void in so far as it purports 
to deprive them of such right." .. 
16. Amendment of section 32. - In section 32 of the principal Act, 

( a ) clause (vii) shall be omitted; 
(6) in clause (ix), 

(i) sub - clause (ff) shall be omitted ; 

(ii ) in sub - clause (g ), after the words " financial institution " , 
the brackets and words other than a banking company)" shall be 
17. Substitution of new sections for section 34. - For section 34 of the 
principal Act, the following sections shall be substituted , namely: 

** 34 . Emplorees and employers not to be precluded from entering into 
agreements for grant of bonus under a different formula . - Nothing contained 
in this Act shall be construed to preclude employees employed in any 
establishment or class of establishments from entering into agreement 
with their employer for granting them an amount of bonus under a for 
mula which is different from that under this Act : 

Provided that no such agreement shall have effect unless it is entered 
into with the previous approval of the appropriate Government: 

Provided further that any such agreement whereby the employees 
relinquish their right to receive the minimum bonus under subsection 
(2A ) of section 10 shall be null and void in so far as it purports to depriye 
them of such right: 

Provided also that such employees shall not be entitled to be paid 
bonus in excess of 

(a ) 8.33 per cent of the salary or wage earned by them during 
the accounting yer if the employer has no allocable surplus in the 
accounting year or the amount of such allocable surplus is only so 
much that, but for the provisions of subsect on (2A ) of section 10 , it 
would entitle the employees only to receive an amount of bonus 
which is less than the aforesaid percentage; or 

(b ) twenty per cent of the salary or wage earned by them 
during the accounting year. 

34A . Effct of laws and agreements inconsistent with the Act . - Subject 
to the provi-ions of sections 31 A and 34 , the provisions of this Act shall 
have effect notwithst nding anything incons stent herewith contained in 
auy other law for the time being in force or in the terms of any award , 
agreement, settlement or contract of service ." . 


. 


18 . Amendment of the First Schedule. - In the principal Act, the First 
Schedule shall be renumbered as the Second Schedule and, -- 

(a ) in that Schedule as so renumbered 

(i) for the brackets, words and figure " (See section 4 )" 
the brackets , words, figure and letter " [ See section 4 (b ) ]" shall 
be substituted ; 

( ii) in column " (2 ), against Item No. 2 , for the entry 
" (d ) Development rebate/Development allowance reserve." 
the entry " (d ) Development rebate/ Investment allowancel 

Development allowance reserve." shall be substituted ; 
(b ) before that Schedule as so renumbered, the following Schedule 
shall be inserted , namely : 


THE FIRST SCHEDULF 

[ See section 4 (a ) ] 
COMPUTATION OF Gross PROFITS 
Accounting Year ending . 


Item 


No. 


Particulars 


Amount of Amount of Remarks 
sub 

main 
items 


items 


Rs. 


Rs. 


* 1 . Net Profit as shown in the Profit and 

Loss Account after making usual 

and necessary provisions. 
2 : Add back provision for: 

(a ) Bonus to employees. 
( b ) Depreciation . 
(c ) . Development Rebate Reserve . 


See fo t 
note (I) 
See foot. 


(d ) Any other reserves. 


note (1) 


Totalof Item No. 2 


Rs. 


* Where the profit subject to taxation is shown in the Profit and Loss 
Account and the provi ion made for taxes on income is shown, the actual 
provision for taxes on income shall be deducted from the profit. 


Item 


Amount of Amount of Remarks 

main 
jiems items 


No. 


Particulars 


sub 


Rs. 


Rs. 


See foot 
note (I) 


3. Add back also : 

(a ) Bonus paid to erploi ees, 

in respect of previous 

accounting years . 
(b ) The amount debited in res: 

pect of gratuity paid or 
Payable to employees in 
excess of the aggregate of - 
(i) the amount, if any paid 

to, or provided for pay. 
ment to , an approved 

graruity fund ; and 
(ii ) the amount actually 

paid to employees on 
their retirement or on 
teimin tinn , of their 
employment for any 

reason . 
(c) Donations in excess of 

the amount admissible for 

incone-tax . 
(d ) Capital expenditure (other 

than capital expenditure on 
scientific research which is 
allowed a deduction 
under any law for the time 
being in force relating to 
direct taxes) and capital 
losses (other than lo ses on 
sale of capital as ets on 
which depreciation tas 
been allowed for income 

tax). 
( e) Any amount certified by the 

keseive Bank of Incia in 
terms of sub section (2 ) - of 
section 34A of the Banking 
Reculation Act, 1949 (10 of 
1949) 


Su foot 
note (1) 


as 


9 


" Item 
No. 


Particulars 


Amount of Amount of 
sub 

main 
iiems items 


Remarks 


Rs. 


Rs. 
(f) Losses 

of, or expenditure 
relating to , any business 
situated outside India . 

Total of Item No. 3 Rs. 
Add . also income, profits or gains 

( if any) ? credited direcily to 
published or disclosed reserves , 
other than 

(0) capital receipts and 
capital profils (including 
profits in the sale of capital 
assets on which depreciation 
has not been allowed for in 

come tax ); 
(ii) profits of, and receipts relat 

ing to , any business situated 

outside India ; 
( iii ) income i foreign banking 

companies from investments 
outside India . 
Net total of Item No.4 Rs. 


Rs. 


Ses foot. 
note ( 2 


5. Toral of Item Nos. 1 , 2, 3 and 4 
6. Deduit: 

(a ) Capital receipts and capital 

profits (other than profiis on 
the sale of, assets on wh ch 
depreciation has been 

allowed for income- tax ). 
(b ) Profits of, and receipts 

Telating to any business. 

situated outside India. 
(C). Incomeof foreign banking 

companies from investments 

outside India , 
( d ) Expenditure or losses ( if 
any) 

debited directly 


Ses frot. 
note ( 2) 
See foot. 
note (2 ) 


to 


8 


Particulars 


Item 
No. 


Amount Amount Remarks 
of sub of main 
items 

items 


- Rs. 


Rs. 


See foot 
note (3) 


See foot 
note ( 2 ) 


published or 

disclosed 
reserves, 
other than 
(i) capital expenditure and 

capital losses ( other than 
losses on sale of capital 
assets on which depre 
ciation has not 

been 
allowed for income tax ); 
( ii) losses of any business 

situated outside India . 
(e) In the case of foreign bank 

ing companies proportionate 
administrative (over- head) 
expenses of Head Office 

allocable to Indian business. 
(f ) Refund of any excess direct 

tax paid for previous 
accounting years and excess 
provision , if any, of previous 
accounting vears relating to 
bonus, depreciation . or 
development rebate , 

written back.. 
(g ) Cash subsidy, if any, given 

by the Government or by 
any body corporate establi 
shed by any law for the 
time being in force or by 
any other agency through 
budgetary grants, whether 
given directly or through 
any agency for specified 
purposes and the proceeds 
of which are reserved for 

such purposes... 
Total of Item No. 6 

Rs. 


Sue foot 
note ( 2 ) 


FILE 


7. Gross profits for purposes of bonus Rs. 

(Item No. 5 minus Item No. 6 ) 


9 


Explanation . - In sub- item (b ) of item 3, “ approved gratuity fund " . has 
the same meaning assigned to it in clause (5 ) of section 2 of the Income-tax 
Act . 
Foot-notes 

If, and to the extent, charged to Profit and Loss Account. 
(2) If, and to the extent, credited to Profit and Loss Account: 
(3) In the proportion of Indian Gross Profit (Item No. 7 ) to Total 

World Gross Profit (as per consolidated Profit and Loss Account, 

adjusted as in Item No. 2 above only) . 
19. Amendment of the Secord Schedule.-- In the principal Act, the 
Second Schedule shall be renumbered as the Third Schedule and in that 
Schedule ag so renumbered , 

. (a ) , in column (2), against Item No. 1, for the word " Company " . 
the words " Company, other than a banking company" shall be 
substituted ; 

(b ) after Item No: I and the entries relating thereto , the following 
Item and entries shall be inserted , namely : 


( 2 ) 


42. Banking company, 


( 3) 
(i) The dividends payable on its preſerence 

share capital for the accounting year 
calculated at the rate at which such 

dividends are payable ; 
( ii ) 7.5 per cent. of its paid up equity share 

capital as at the commencement of the 

accounting year; 
(iii ) 5 per cent of its reserves shown in its 

balance - sheet as at the commencement 
of the accounting year, including any 
profits carried forward from the previous 

accounting year ; 
(iv) any 

sum which , in respect of the 
accounting year, is transferred by it 
(a ) to a reserve fund under sub-section 

(1) of section 17 of the Banking 
Regulation Act, 1949 ( 10 of 1949); 


or 


17 966 


10 


(1 ) 


( 2 ) 


( 3 ) 


(b ) to any reserves in India in pursu . 

ance of any direction or advice 
given by the Reserve Bank of 

India , 
whichever is higher : 

Provided that where the 

banking company is A 
foreign 

company within 
the meaning of section 
591 of the Companies Act, 
1956 ( 1 of 1956 ) , the amount 
to be deducted under this 
Item shall be the aggregate 
of 


to 


(i) the dividends pay . 
able its preference 
shareholders for the 
accounting year at the rate 
at which such dividends 
are payable on such 
amount as bears the same 
proportion to its total 
preference share capital as 
kts totalworking funds in 
India bear to its total 
world working funds; 

( ii ) 7.5 per cent. of 
such amount as bears the 
same proportion to its 
coral paid up equity share 
capital as its total working 
funds in India bear to its 
total world working funds; 

(iii) 5 per cent. of such 
amount as bears the same 
proportion to its total 
disclosed reserves as it 
total working funds in 
India bear to its total 
world working funds; 


(1 ) ( 2 ) 

(3 ) 
(iv) any sum which , in 
respect of the accounting 
year, is deposited by it 
with the Reserve Bank of 
Lidia under subclause (ii) 
of clause (b ) of sub -section 
(2 ) of section 11 of the 
Banking Regulation Act, 
1949 ( 10 of 1949 ), not 
exceeding the amount 
required under the afore. 
said provision to be so 

deposited ." ; 
(c ) in the Explanation, for the figures, brackets and word " l ( iii) 
and S (ii)", the figures, brackets and word " ! (iii), 2 (iii) and 3 (ii)" 
shall be substituted . 


20. - Amendment of the Third Schedule.--In the principal Act, the Third 
Schedule shall be renumbered as the Fourth Schedule. 

21. Repeal and saving.- (1) The Payment of Bonus (Amendment) 
Ordinance, 1977 (9 of 1977) is hereby repealed . 

(2) Notwithstanding such repeal, anything dine or any action taken 
under the principal Act, by virtue of the amenda ents thereto made by the 
said Ordinance, shall be deemed to have been done or takes under the 
principal Act by virtue of the corresponding amendments thereto made by 
This Act. 


Section 


Kerala Gazette No. 10 dared 7th March 1978 
PART I 

கேரள அரசு 
சட்டம் ( சட்ட்மயற்றல்- எ ) துறை 

* அறிவிக்கை 


12266 சட்டமியற்றல் ( எ) 2/77/சட்டம் . 

1977 ஆகஸ்டு 12 
திருவனந்தபுரம் , 

1299 ஸ்ராவணா 21 
கேரள மாநில சட்ட மன்றப்பேரவையின் பின் வரும் . சட்டம் பொதுக் 
தகவலுக்சென . இதன்மூலம் பிரசுரம் செய்யப்படுகின்றது . - சட்டமன்றத்தால் 
நிறைவேற்றப்பட்ட மசோதாவிற்கு 1977 ஆகஸ்டு 12- ம் நாள் ஆளுநரின் ஒப்புதல் 
இடைக்கப்பெற்றது . 

ஆளுநர் ஆணைப்படி , 

எம் . சேகரன், 
சட்டச் செயலாளர் . 


The Kerala Tax on Employment ( Amendmrnt ) Act, 1977 

1977- ன் கேரள வேலைமீது வரி (திருத்த) சட்டம் 
1976 - ன் கேரள வேலை மீது வரிச் சட்டத்தினைத் திருத்துவதற்கான ஒரு 
சட்டம் , 

தோற்றுவாய்.- இதன் பின்னர் வரும் நோக்கங்களுக்காக 1976 - ன் கேரள 
வேலைமீது வரிச் சட்டத்தினைத் திருத்துவது உகந்ததாலகயால் . 

இது இந்தியக் குடியரசின் இருபத்தெட்டாவது வருடத்தில் பின்வருமாறு 
சட்டமாக்கப்படட்டும் : - 

1. சுருக்கத் தலைப்பும் தொடக்கமும் - (1 ) இந்தச் சட்டம் 1977- ன் கேரள 
வேலை மீது வரி (திருத்த ) சட்டம் என்று அழைக்கப்படலாம் . 

( 2) இது 1977 ஜூண் 13- ம் நாள் அமலில் வந்திருப்பதாகக் கருதப்படும் . 
2. பிரிவு 2 - ன் திருத்தம் : - இதன் பின்னர் முதற் சட்டம் என்று குறிப்பிடப் 
படும் 1976- ன் கேரள வேலை மீது வரிச் சட்டத்தின் (1976 - ன் 14 ) பிரிவு 2 - ல் 
உட்பிரிவு ( இ ) -க்குப்பிறகு பின்வரும் உட்பிரிவு புகுத்தப்படவேண்டும் , அதாவது 

“ (இஇ ) “ முதலாளி எனில் அவர் கீழ் ஏதேனும் சம்பளம் அல்லது கூலி 
சம்பாதிக்கிற ஓர் ஊழியர் சம்பந்தமாக, அத்தகைய சம்பளம் அல்லது கூலி 
பட்டுவாடா செய்யப் பொறுப்புடைய ஒரு நபர் என்று பொருட்படும் என்ப 
துடன் ஓர் ஊழியர் தொகுதியின் அலுவலகத் தலைவர் மற்றும் முதலாளியின் 
மானேஜர் அல்லது முகவர் என்பவரும் உட்படுவார் . ” 

G , 2191/ V . 


3 5 முதல் 12 வரை பிரிவுகளுக்குப் பதிலாக புதிய பிரிவுகளாக 
முதற் சட்டத்தின் 5 முதல் 12 வரையுள்ள பிரிவுகளுக்குப் பதிலாக பின்வரும் 
பிரிவுகள் இடப்படவேண்டும் , அவையாவன : 

| 
" 5. ஊழியர்கள் சார்பில் வேலை மீது வரி வசூலித்து செலுத்த முதலாளி 
களின் கடப்பாடு.-- சப்.பளம் அல்லது கூலி பெறுகின்ற ஏதேனும் நபர் நல்க 
• வேண்டிய வேலை மீதான வரி , அந்த நபருக்கு நல்கப்படவேண்டிய சம்பளம் அல்லது 
கூலியிலிருந்து , அவருக்கு அத்தகைய சம்பளம் அல்லது கூலி நல்கப்படுவதற்கு . 
முன்னால் அவரது முதலாளியால் வசூலிக்கப்படவேண்டும், என்பதுடன் அத்தகைய 
நபருக்கு சம்பளம் அல்லது கூலி நல்கப்படுவதற்கு முன்னர் அத்தகைய வசூல் 
நடத்தப்பட்டாலும் அல்லாவிடினும் அத்தகைய முதலாளி அத்தகைய நபர் 
சார்பில் வேலை மீது வரி நல்கக் கடமைப்பட்டுள்ளார் : 

எனினும் முதலாளி அரசின் ஓர் அலுவலராக இருக்குமிடத்து, அரசு, இச்சட் 
டத்தில் எதுவும் அடங்கியுள்ளபோதிலும் அவர் முதலாளியாக இருக்கின்ற 
நபர்கள் நல்கவேண்டிய மேலை மீதான வரியினை அத்தகைய முதலாளி வசூலிப் 
பதற்கும் செலுத்துவதற்குமான முறையினை குறிப்படலாம். ! 

6. பதிவு மற்றும் பட்டியலில் சேர்த்தலும்.- (1) பிரிவு 5 - ன் கீழ் வேலை 
மீது வரி நல்கக் கடமைப்பட்ட ( அரசு அலுவலர் அல்லாத ) ஒவ்வொரு முதலா 
ளியும் குறிப்பிடப்பட்ட மூறையில் வரிவிதிப்பு அதிகாரியிடமிருந்து பதிவுச் 
சான்றிதழினைப் பெறவேண்டும் . 

( 2 ) ( முதலாளியால் வேலை மீது வரி நல்கப்படவேண்டியதாகின்றது 
சம்பந்தப்பட்ட சம்பளம் அல்லது கூலி பெறும் நபர் தவிர ) வேலை மீது வரி . 
நல்கக் கடமைப்பட்ட ஒவ்வொரு நபரும் குறிப்பிடப்பட்ட முறையில் வரிவிதிப்பு 
அதிகாரியிடமிருந்து பட்டியலில் சேர்க்கப்பட்டதற்கான ஒரு சான்றிதழைப் பெற 
வேண்டும் . 

( 3 ) இந்தப் பிரிவின் கீழ் ஒரு பதிவுச் சான்றிதழ் அல்லது பட்டியலில் 
சேர்க்கப்பட்டதற்கான சான்றிதழ் பெறுவதற்கு தேவைப்பட்டுள்ள ஒவ்வொரு 
முதலாளியும் அல்லது நபரும் 1977- ன் , 3.ரள வேலை மீது வரி ( திருத்த ) அவசரச் 
சட்டத்தின் தொடக்க தேதியிலிருந்து முப்பது நாட்களுக்குள் அல்லது இதன் 
சார்பில் அரசினால் அறிவிக்கப்படுகின்ற மேலுமுள்ள கால அளவிற்குள் அல்லது 
ஒரு முதலாளியாக இல்லாவிடில் அதது காரியத்திலாவதுபோன்று அந்தத் 
தேதியில் ஏதேனும் வேலை , கலை , வாழ்க்கைத் தொழில் அல்லது அலுவலில் 
இல்லாதிருந்தால் , 

அவர் 

ஒரு முதலாளியாகின்ற தேதியிலிருந்து முப்பது 
நாட்களுக்குள் அல்லது அதது காரியத்திலாவதுபோன்று ஏதேனும் வேலை , கலை , 
வாழ்க்கைத் தொழில் அல்லது அலுவலில் ஈடுபட்டத் தேதியிலிருந்து - அ.தது 
காரியத்திலாவதுபோன்று பதிவு அல்லது பட்டியலில் சேர்க்கப்பட்டதற்கான ஒரு 
சான்றிதழினைப் பெற குறிப்பிடப்பட்ட நமூனாவில் வரிவிதிப்பு அதிகாரிக்கு 
விண்ணப்பிக்க வேண்டும் என்பதுடன் வரிவிதிப்பு அதிகாரி தேவையான விசாரணை - 
நடத்திய பின்னர் அத்தகைய சான்றிதழினை வழங்க வேண்டும் . 

( 4 ) துணைப்பிரிவு.. ( 2)-ல் குறிப்பிடப்பட்ட ஒவ்வொரு நபரும் 
பட்டியலில் - சேர்க்கப்பட்டதற்கான சான்றிதழில் , குறிப்பிடப்பட்டதற்கு 
கூடுதலான அல்லது குறைவான ஒரு நிரச்கில் வேலை மீது வரி நல்க அவர் உரிய 
தாகின்றதிலிருந்து முப்பது நாட்களுக் கள் குறிப்பிடப்பட்ட நமூனாவில் வரில்திப்பு 
அதிகாரிக்கு பட்டியலில் சேர்க்கப்பட்டதற்கான் ஒரு மனு சான்றிதழுக்கு 
விண்ணப்பிக்கவேண்டும் . என்பதுடன் வரிவிதிப்பு அதிகாரி அதற்குத் தகுந்த 
தெனக் கருதும் அத்தகைய விசாரணை நடத்திய பின்னர் பட்டியலில் சேர்க்கப் 
பட்டதற்கான ஒரு மறு சான்றிதழ் வழங்கவேண்டும் . 


( 5 ) வரிவிதிப்பு அதிகாரி , பட்டியலில் சேர்க்கப்பட்டதற்காக 
ஒவ்வொரு சான்றிதழிலும் ஒவ்வொரு அரை வருடத்திற்காக நல்கப்படவேண்டிய 
வேலை . மீதான அத்தகைய வரித் தொகையினையும் , அத்தகைய சான்றிதழ் 
லைத்திருப்பவரால் வேலை மீதான வரி எந்தத் தேதியில் எந்த இடத்தில் யாரிடம் 
நல்கப்படவேண்டும். என்பதனையும் குறிப்பிடவேண்டும் என்பதுடன் அத்தகைய 
சான்றிதழ் இச்சட்டத்தின் நோக்கத்திற்காக தேவைகேட்பு அறிவிப்பாகக் கருதப் 
படும்.. 

( 6 ) பட்டியலில் சேர்ப்பதற்கான ஒரு சான்றிதழிற்கு விண்ணப்பிக் . 
உரியதாகின்ற ஒரு முதலாளி அல்லது நபர் குறிப்பிடப்பட்ட காலத்திற்குள் 
அதது காரியத்திலாவதுபோன்று பதிவுச் சான்றிதழுக்கு - அல்லது பட்டியலில் 
சேர்ப்பதற்கான சான்றிதழுக்கு விண்ணப்பிக்க வேண்டுமென்றே தவறுவாராயின் 
வரிவிதிப்பு அதிகாரி அவரை விசாரிக்க நியாயமான தருணம் நல்கி ஒரு முதலா 
ளியின் காரியத்தில் தாமதமான ஒவ்வொரு நாளுக்கும் இருபது ரூபாய்க்கு 
மிகாமலும் பிற நபர் காரியத்தில் தாமதமான ஒவ்வொரு நாளுக்கும் ஐந்து 
ரூபாய்க்கு மிகாமலும் ஒரு தண்டம் விதிக்கலாம் . 

( 7 ) இந்தப் பிரிவின் கீழ் நல்கப்பட்ட ஏதேனும் விண்ணப்பத்தில் 
தவறான தகவல்களை வேண்டுமென்றே ஒரு முதலாளி அல்லது பிற . நபர் நலகி 
யிருக்குமிடத்து வரிவிதிப்பு அதிகாரி அவரை விசாரிக்க நியாயமான தருணம் 
நல்கி ஆயிரம் ரூபாய்க்கு மிகாத ஒரு தண்டம் அவருக்கு விதிக்கலாம் . 

7. விவர அறிக்கைகள்.-- ( 1 ) இந்தச் சட்டத்தின் கீழ் பதிவுச் சான்றிதழ் 
பெற்றுள்ள ஒவ்வொரு முதலாளியும் ஒவ்வொரு அரையாண்டு முடிவுற்று 
பதினைந்து நாட்களுக்குள், வரிவிதிப்பு அதிகாரிக்கு . குறிப்பிடப்பட்ட நமூனால் , 
அவர் நல்கியுள்ள சம்பளம் மற்றும் கூலி மற்றும் . அந்த அரையாண்டில் அது 
சம்பந்தமாக அவர் வசூலித்துள்ள வேலை மீதான வரித்தொகை இவைகளை 
காண்பிக்கின்ற ஒரு விவர அறிக்கையினை நல்கவேண்டும் . 

( 2 ) அத்தகைய ஒவ்வொரு விவர அறிக்கையுடன், விவர அறிக்கை 
அனுசரித்து உரிய தாகின்ற வேலை மீதான வரியின் முழுத் தொகையினை நல்கிய 
தற்குத் தெளிவாக ஒரு கருவூல செலானும் இணைக்கப்படவேண்டும் என்பதுடன் 
அவ்வாறு செலுத்தியதற்கான தெளிவில்லாத விவர அறிக்கை தகுந்த விதத்தில் 
தாக்கல் செய்யப்பட்டிருப்பதாகக் கருதப்படாது . - 

( 3) தேவைப்பட்ட காலத்திற்குள் அத்தகைய விவர அறிக்கையினை 
தாக்கல் செய்ய ஒரு முதலாளி. வேண்டுமென்றே தவறிழைக்கின்றபோது அவரை 
விசாரிக்க நியாயமான ஒரு தருணம் நல்கிய பின்னர் , வரிவிதிப்பு அதிகாரி கால 
தாமதத்திற்கான ஒவ்வொரு நாளுக்கும் ஐந்து ரூபாய்க்கு மிகாமல் அவருக்குத் 
தண்டம் விதிக்கலாம் . 

8. முதலாளிகளின் வரிவிதிப்பு.- ( 1) பிரிவு 7- ன் கீழ் ஒரு முதலாளி 
தாக்கல் செய்துள்ள விவர அறிக்கை சரியானதும் முழுமையானதும் என்று வரி 
விதிப்பு அதிகாரி திருப்திப்பட்டால் அந்த விவர அறிக்கையின் அத் ஏற்றுக் 
கொண்டு 

அந்த முதலாளியிடமிருந்து வேலை மீதான வரியினை அத்தகைய 
அறிவிக்கை அனுசரித்து விதிக்கவேண்டும் . 
- ( 2 ) துணைப் பிரிவு ( 1) -ல் குறிப்பிடப்பட்ட ஒரு விவர அறிக்கை சரி 
யானதும் முழுமையானதும் என்று வரிவிதிப்பு அதிகாரி திருப்திப்படாவிடில் 
அது அறிவிப்பில் குறிப்பிடப்பட்ட தேதியில் நேரடியாகவோ அல்லது அதிகாரப் 
படுத்தப்பட்ட பிரதிநிதி மூலமோ ஆஜராவதற்கும் அந்த அறிக்கைக்கு துணையாக 
கணக்குகளையும் தாள்களையும் தாக்கல் செய்ய தேவைப்பட்டு முதலாளிக்கு ஒரு 
அறிவிப்பு நல்கவேண்டும் . 


(3 ) சரிவி திப்பு அதிகாரி, அனைப்பிரிவு (2 )-ன் கீழ் உள்ள அறிவிப்பித் 
இணங்க தாக்கல் செய்யப்பட்ட கணக்குகளையும் தாள்களையும் ஆய்வு செய்து 
முதலாளியால் நல்கப்படவேண்டிய வேலை மீதான வரித் தொகையினை விதிக்க 
வேண்டும். -- | 

( 4 ) , முதலாளி, துணைப்பிரிவு (2 )-ன் கீழ் . உள்ள அறிவிப்பின் நிபந்த 
கனகளை அனுசரிக்கத் தவறினால் அல்லது கணக்குகள் மற்றும் தாள்கள் சரியா 
னவையும் முழுமையானவையும் நம்பத்தகுந்ததும் அல்ல என்று . வரிவிதிப்பு 
அதிகாரி கருதினால் அந்த அதிகாரி அது தகுந்ததெனக் கருதும் அத்தயை 
விசாரணை நடத்திய பின்னர் அதன் தீர்ப்பிற்கு தகுந்தவாறு உரிய வேலை மீதான 
வலியினை விதிக்கவேண்டும் . 
- (5 ) ஒரு முதலாளி பதிவு செய்யப்பட வேண்டுமென்றே தவறினால் 
அல்லது பதிவு செய்யப்பட்ட பின்னர் ஏதேனும் அறிக்கை சமர்ப்பிக்கத் 
தவறினால் வரிவிதிப்பு அதிகாரி, அவரை விசாரிக்க நியாயமான தருணம் நல்கியும் 
தகுந்ததெனக் கருதும் விசாரணைக்குப்பின்னரும் , அதன் தீர்ப்பிற்குத் தகுந்தவாறு 
உரிய வேலை மீதான வரியினை விதித்து ஓர் ஆணை நிறைவேற்றவேண்டும் . 

( 6 ) இந்தப் பிரிவின் கீழ் நிறைவேற்றப்பட்ட ஏதேனும் ஆணையின் 
பலனாக ஒரு முதலாளியிடமிருந்து வேலை மீதான ஏதேனும் வரி உரியதா கியுள்ள 
போது வரிவிதிப்பு அதிகாரி , அந்த வரியினை நல்க உரிமையுள்ள முதலாளிக்கு , 
அவ்வாறு நல்கப்பட்டு ண்டிய தொகையினையும் அது நல்கப்படவேண்டிய காலத் 
தியும் அது நல்கப்படவேண்டிய நபரையும் குறிப்பிட்டு - ஓர் அறிவிப்பு வழங்க 
வேண்டும் . 

9 . வரி விதிப்பிலிருந்து தப்பித்துவிடும் காரியத்தில் வரிவிதிக்க 
அதிகாரம் .-- ரதேனும் காரணத்தால் வேலை மீதான வரி நல்க கடமைப்பட்டுள்ள 
ஏதேனும் முதலா ... அல்லது பிற நபர் ஏதேனும் அரையாண்டில், வரிவிதிப்பி 
லிருந்து தப்பித்துவிட்டால் வரிவிதிப்பு அதிகாரி, அத்தகைய நபர் வரி விதிக்கப் 
பட்டிருக்கவேண்டிய தேதியிலிருந்து மூன்றாண்டுக்குள் எச்சமயத்திலும் அந்த 
நபருக்கு அத்தகைய வரியினை விதித்தும் அறிவிப்பில் குறிப்பிடப்படும் அத்தகைய 
காலத்திற்குள் அதனைச் செலுத்தக் கோரியும் ஒரு அறிவிப்பு வழங்கலாம் , 
என்பதுடன் இந்தச் சட்டத்தின் ஏற்பாடுகள் , இயன்றவரையில் , வரிவிதிப்பு 
அத்தகைய வரி சம்பந்தப்படுகின்ற அரையாண்டிற்கு ஏற்படுத்தப்பட்டுள்ளது 
எறுமாறு , பொருந்தும் . 

10. வேலை மீதான வரி - நல்கப்படுவதும் வசூலிக்கப்படுவதும் .--ஒரு 
தேவை கேட்பு அறிவிப்பில் அல்லது பட்டியலில் சேர்க்கப்பட்டதற்கான , ஒரு . 
சான்றிதழ் அல்லது பிரிவு 9 - ன் கீழ் உள்ள ஒரு அறிவிப்பில் நல்கப்படவேண்டிய 
தெனக் குறிப்பிடப்பட்ட ஏதேனும் தொகை, அதது காரியத்திலாவதுபோன்று 
தேவை . கேட்பு அறிவிப்பில் அல்லது பட்டியலில் சேர்க்கப்பட்டதற்கான 
சான்றிதழ் அல்லது அறிவிப்பில் குறிப்பிடப்பட்ட காலத்திற்குள் நல்கப்பட 
வேண்டும் . என்பதுடன் அவ்வாறு நல்க தவறுகின்ற ஏதேனும் முதலாளி அல்லது 
பிற நபர் தவணை தவறியவராகக் கருதப்படுவார் . 

11. வரும் செய்யப்படும் முறை.--ஏதேனும் வசூல் முறைக்குக் குந்தக 
மின்றி நல்கப்படவேண்டிய வேலை மீதான வரியின் நிலுவையும் இந்தச் 
சட்டத்தின் கீழ் விதிக்கப்பட்ட தண்டமும் தற்சமயம் அமலிலிருக்கும் வருவாய் 
வசூல் சட்டத்தின் ஏற்பாடுகளின் கீழ் அவைகள் நிலத்தின் மீதான பொது 
வருவாய் நிலுவையெலுமாறு வருவிக்கப்படவாம் . 
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12 . வேலை மீதான வரி நல்கப்படாமைக்குத் தண்டம்.- பதிவுச் சான் 
றிதழ் வைத்துள்ள ஒரு முதலாளி அல்லது பட்டியலில் சேர்க்கப்பட்டதற்கான ஒரு 
சான்றிதழ் வைத்திருக்கும் ஒரு நபர் , தேவை கேட்பு அறிவிப்பில் குறிப்பிடப் 
பட்ட காலத்திற்குள் போதிய காரணம் இன்றி அவரிடமிருந்தான ஏதேனும் 
வேலை. மீதான வரியினைச் செலுத்த தவறுவாராயின் வரிவிதிப்பு அதிகாரி , 
அவருக்கு அவரை விசாரிக்க நியாயமான தருணம் நல்கி , அவரிடமிருந்தான 
வேலை - மீதான வரித்தொகையின் ஐம்பது சதவீதத்திற்கு மிகாத ஒரு தண்டம் 
அவருக்கு விதிக்கலாம் . ” 
4. பிரிவு 13- ன் திருத்தம்.-- முதற் சட்டத்தின் பிரிவு 13- ல் , 

( எ ) து ” ணப்பிரிவு ( 1)-ல் , “ பிரிவு 10 - ன் கீழ் நல்கப்பட்ட தேவைகேட்பு 
அறிவிப்பில் ” எனும் சொற்களுக்கும் எண்களுக்கும் பதிலாக , “ இந்தச் சட்டத்தின் 
கீழ் வழங்கப்பட்ட தேவைகேட்பு அறிவிப்பில் அல்லது பிற அறிவிப்பில் எனும் 
சொற்கள் இடப்படவேண்டும் . 

( பி ) துணைப்பிரிவு ( 3) -ல் , “ வரிவிதிப்பு சம்பந்தப்பட்ட தேவைகேட்பு 
அறிவிப்பு வழங்கப்பட்ட நாளில் அல்லது ஆணை வழங்கப்பட்ட தேதியில் ” எனும் 
சொற்கள் அவைகள் வரும் இரு இடங்களிலும் அவைகளுக்குப்பதிலாக , " தேவை 
கேட்பு அறிவிப்பு அல்லது வரிவிதிப்பு சம்பந்தப்பட்ட பிற அறிவிப்பு கிடைத்த 
தேதி அல்லது ஆணை கிடைத்த தேதி ” எனும் சொற்கள் இடப்படவேண்டும் . 

5. பிரிவு 16 - ன் திருத்தம்.-- முதற் சட்டத்தின் பிரிவு 16 - ல் துணைப்பிரிவு 
( 3) -ற்குப்பதிலாக பின் வரும் துணைப்பிரிவு இடப்படவேண்டும் , அதாவது : 

“ (3 ) அத்தகைய திருத்தத்திற்கு ஒரு வரிவிதிப்பினை அதிகரிக்கச் செய்யும் 
அல்லது திரும்ப அளிப்பதனை குறைக்கும் பலன் இருக்கு மிடத்து வரிவிதிப்பு 
அதிகாரி முதலாளிக்கு அல்லது பிற நபருக்கு குறிப்பிடப்பட்ட நமூனாவில் ஒரு 
தேவைகேட்பு அறிவிப்பு நல்கவேண்டும், என்பதுடன் அத்தகைய தொகை அதது 
காரியத்திலாவதுபோன்று அத்தகைய முதலாளியால் அல்லது பிற நபரால் 
அத்தகைய அறிவிப்பில் குறிப்பிடப்படுகிறவாறான அத்தகைய காலத்திற்குள் - 
அத்தகைய இடத்தில் மற்றும் அத்தகைய நபருக்கு நல்கப்பட்வேண்டியதாகும் ” . 

6. பிரிவு 20 - ன் திருத்தம் .-- முதற் சட்டத்தின் பிரிவு 20- ல் துணைப்பிரிவு 
( 1) -ற்குப்பதிலாக பின்வரும் துணைப்பிரிவு இடப்படவேண்டும் , அதாவது : 

“ (1 ) இந்தச் சட்டத்தின் ஏதேனும் ஏற்பாடுகளை அல்லது அதன் கீழ் 
உண்டுபண்ணப்பட்ட விதிகளை, போதிய காரணம் இன்றி அனுசரிக்கத் தவறுகின்ற 
ஏதேனும் முதலாளி அல்லது பிற நபர் , ஒரு மஜிஸ்டிரேட்டின் முன்னிலையில் 
" தண்டிக்கப்பட்டால் ஐயாயிரம் ரூபாய்க்கு மிகாத அபராதத்துடன் தண்டிக்கப் 
படுவார் , என்பதுடன் குற்றம் தொடர்ந்துள்ள ஒன்றாயின் குற்றம் தொடரும் 
கால அளவில் நாளொன்றிற்கு ஐம்பது ரூபாய்க்கு மிகாமல் அபராதத்துடன் 
தண்டிக்கப்படுவார் . ” 

7. பிரிவு 29- ன திருத்தம்.-- முதற் சட்டத்தின் பிரிவு 29- ல் துணைப்பிரிவு 
( 2 ) -ல் உட்பிரிவு ( பி ) -க்குப்பதிலாக பின்வரும் உட்பிரிவுகள் இடப்படவேண்டும் , 


அவையாவன ! -- 


“ ( பி ) அரசின் ஒரு அலுவலராக இருக்கின்ற ஒரு முதலாளியால் வேலை 
மீதான வரி வசூலிக்கப்படவும் செலுத்தப்படுவதற்குமான நடைமுறை , 

G. 2191/ V . 
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( பிபி ) இந்தச் சட்டத்தின் கீழ் வழங்கப்படவேண்டிய பதிவு சான் 
றிதழின் பட்டியலில் சேர்க்கப்பட்டதற்கான சான்றிதழின், தேவைகேட்பு 
அறிவிப்பு மற்றும் பிற அறிவிப்பு நமூனா. " 

8 .. இரத்தாதலும் தவிர்ப்பும்.- ( 1 ) 1977 - ன் கேரள வேலை மீது வரி 
(திருத்த) அவசரச் சட்டம் (1977 - ன் 13 ) இதனால் இரத்து செய்யப்படுகிறது . 

( 2 ) அவ்வாறு இரத்து செய்யப்பட்டபோதிலும் மேற்சொன்ன அவசாச் 
சட்டத்தினால் திருத்தப்பட்ட முதற் சட்டத்தின் கீழ் உண்டுபண்ணப்பட்ட 
ஏதேனும் காரியம் அல்லது மேற்கொள்ளப்பட்ட ஏதேனும் செயல் இந்தச் 
சட்டத்தினால் திருத்தப்பட்ட முதற் சட்டத்தின் கீழ் உண்டுபண்ணப்பட்டிருப் 
பதாக அல்லது மேற்கொள்ளப்பட்டிருப்பதாகக் கருதப்படும் . 
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. 
ويطهریمن 


GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Local Administration and Social Welfare ( E ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 


G.O. (P ) No. 36 /78 /LA & SWD . Daled , Tricandrufr , 10th February 1978 , 

S.R.O. No. 194 /78. - In exercise of the powers conferred by sub 
section (3 ) of section 1 of the Madras Prevention of Begging Act, 1945 
(Madras Act XIII of 1945), the Government of Kerala hereby direct that 
all the provisions of the said Act except section 1 which is already in force, 
shall come into force in the entire Calicut Corporation area with effect 
from 1-2-1918 . 

By order of the Governor; 
N. GOPALAKRISHNAN Nam , 

Special Secretary 
Explanatory Nole 
( l his does not form part of the notification but is intended to indicato 
its general purport) . 

The Madras Prevention of Begging Act 1945 is in force in the 
Corporation Area of Calicut except - the neighbouring Panchayats which 
were subsequently added to the Corporation of Calicut. The change of 
Kozhikode Municipal area into à Corporation adding neighbouring 
Panchayat areas into a Municipal Corporation by name Calicut Municipal 
Corporation necessitated the extension of the said Act into the whole area 
of the Calicut Municipal Corporation . 

According to section (3) of the Madras Prevention of Begging Act 
1945 (Madras Act XIII of 1945 ) issuing a notification is necessary for the 
extension of the provisions of the in a local area. The notification is 
intended to achieve this object 


G. 290 
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Section iv 


GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Agriculture (Agri) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
G. O. ( P ) 45 /78 /AD . 

Dated, Trivandrum , 15th February 1978 . 
S. R. O.No. 195 /78. - In exercise of the powers conferred by section 
41 of the Warehousing Corporations Act, 1962 (CentralAct 58 of 1962) the 
Government of Kerala hereby make the following further amendments to 
the Kerala State Warehousing Corporation Rules, 1968 , issued under Noti 
fication G. O.Ms No. 444/68 /AD.dated the 16th October, 1968 and 
published as S. R. O. No. 56/69 in Part I of the Kerala Gazette No. 6 
dated the 11th February , 1969 , namely : 

AMENDMENTS 
In the said rules, 

1. in sub -rule (1) of rule 17, for the words Reserve Bank of India or 
the State Bank of India or in such Scheduled Bank or Co-operative Bank" the 
words " Reserve Bank of India or the State Bank of India or any 
Nationalised Bank or any other Scheduled Bank or Co -operative Bank" 
shall be substituted; and 


2. in sub- rule ( 1) of rule 18 , for the words " Reserve Bank of India 
or any Scheduled or Co-operative Bank " the words " Reserve Bank of India 
or any Nationalised Bank or any other Scheduled or Co -operative Bank " 
shall be substituted . 


By order of the Governor, 
P. SHANMUGASUNDARAM , 

Additional Secretary . 


( P.T.O ] 
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Esplanatory Note 
( This is not part of the notification , but is intended to indicate its 
general purport). 

The Warehousing Corporations (Amer dment) Act, 1976 (Central Act 
42 of 1976 ) enables the State Warehousing Corporation to deposit moneys 
belonging to them in the Nationalised Banks also . In the light of this 
provisions it is considered necessary to amend the Kerala State Warehousing 
Corporations Rules suitably to avail of the above opportunity . The not 
fication is intended to achieve the above object. 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Home (C ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 
G. O (Ms ) 13 /78/Homo Dated , Trivandrum , 16th February 1978 . 

S. R. O. No. 196 /78. - In exercise of the powers conferred by Article 
233 (1) of the Constitution of India , the Governor Kerala is pleased to 
appoint with eflect from 1-3-1978 S /Sri P. Kunhi Abdulla. Chief Judicial 
Magistrate . O. D. as Appellate Au , hority (LR ), Trichur and M.Raghava 
Menon , Sub Judge, O. D. as Chief Judicial Magistrate, Palgbat as District 
and Sessions Judges. 

By order of the Governor, 
G. SUKUMARAN NAIR , 

Additional Secretary . 
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GOVERNMENT OF KERALA 
Local Administration and Social Welfare ( C ) Department 

NOTIFICATION 


G. O.MS. No. 32 /78 /LA & SWD. Dated , Trivandrum , 8th February 1978 . 

S. R. O No. 197 /78. - In exercise of the powers conferred by subsection 
(1 ) of section 142 of the Kerala Panchayats Act, 1960 ( 32 of 1960 ) and 
at the request of Chorode Panchayat in its resolution No. 54/77 dated 12th 
March , 1977 and on the recommendation of the Chief Town Planner the 
Government of Kerala hereby declare that the provisions of the law relating 
to Municipalities mentioned in the schedule below , shall be extended to 
and be in force in the Chorode Panchayat area in Kozhikode District with 
effect from 1-3-1978 . 

SCHEDULE 
Chapter IX and X and clauses ( 3 ), (4), (16 ) , ( 28 ), (30 ), (33) and 
( 39) of section 3 , sections 347 , 349 to 352, 355, 359, 363 , 364 and 365 of 
the Kerala Municipalities Act, 1960 and the provisions regarding fenalties 
specified in schedule V and VI of the said Act for contravention of section 
196 , 197 (1 ) , 202 , 204 , 205 (5 ) , 207, 209 to 213 , 215, 216 , 218, 219 , 
220 (3 ) 221 (2 ) (3) , 224 to 227 and 245 and the Kerala Municipal Building 
Rules, 1968. 

By order of the Governor, 
N. GOPALAKRISHNAN NAIR , 

Special Secretary . 
Explanatory Note 
( This does not form part of the notification but is intended to indicate 
the general purport.) 

Chorode Panchayat has requested to enforce certain provisions of the 
Kerala Municipalities Act, and Building Rules in the Panchayat area . 
The Director of Panchayats as well as the Chief Town Planner has recom 
mended the request of the Panchayat. 

This notification is intended to achieve the above object. 
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Ashok koad , NEW DELHI- I, 
Daleu 29 December, 1977 / 

Pausa 8, 1899 ( Saka)." 


NOTIFICATION 
No. 82 /KL -LA/ 4 /77:—In pursuance of section 105 of the "Repre 
sentation of the People Act, 1951 (43 of 1951), the Election Commi 
ssion hereby publishes the judgment of the High Court of Kerala 
dated 19 October , 1977 in Election Petition No. 4 of 1977. 


. 


IN THE HIGH COURT OF KERALA AT ERNAKULAM 

Present: 
The Honourable Nr: Justice N. D. P. Namboodiripad . 
Wednesday , 19th October, 1977 /27th Asvina, 1899 . 

E. P. No. 4 OF 1977. 
l etilioner : 

M. P. Mohammed Jafferkhan , Islamiya Book Stall, Alwaye. 

By Adv . Mr. M. M. Cheriyan . 
Respondents: 
. 1. T. H. Mustaffa, Sadiq Manzil, Perumbavoor . 
2. P. S. Thankappan , Sankaramkuzhi, 85 |A Choondi Colony, 

Erumathala P. O., Alwaye.. 
R1 by Advs . Ms. K. George Varghese, 
L.C. Joseph Pazheparambil, Abraham Vakkanal; 
Kurian George Kannanthanam . P Narayanan Nanboudiripad 
P. Jojo Bernard . 
R2 by Adrs .Ms. M. M. Abdul Aziz, K. Joseph Monippaily , 

Thomas Fallichaparambil. 
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This Election Pelition having been heard on 14-10-1977 in the 
presence of Mr. M.M. Cheriyan , Advocate for the petitioner, of Ms. 
K. George Varghese , P. C. Joseph Pazheparambil, Abrahamı Vakkanal. 
Kurian George Kannanthanam , P. Narayanan Namboodiripad, 
P. Jojo Bernard Advocates for the 1st Respondent and of Ms. 
M. M. Abdul Aziz , K. Joseph Monippally, and Thomas Pallicha 
parambil, Advocates for the 2nd respondent the Court in 19-10-1977 
delivered the following: 


JUDGMENT 
In the general election conducted to the Kerala State Legislative 
Assembly on 19-3-1977 the petitioner and respondents 1 and 2 con 
tested as duly nominated candidates froni the Alwaye Assembly 
Constituency No. 76. The symbol allotted to the petitioner was 
boat , that to the 1st respondent call and cow and that 
to the 2nd respondent bicycle . The counting nook place at the 
Government High School, Alwaye, on 20th March 1977 , and on the 
same day the Returning Officer declared the 1st respondent as du ! 
clected having secured the majority of votes, namely 37017. as 
against the petitioner who got 36259. Since the election to the Lok 
Sabha was also conducted simultaneously, on 20-3-1977 there was 
counting of both the Assembly votes and the Parliamentary votes. 
After sorting and bundling of the two categories of ballot papers 
the actual counting commenced only after 2.00 P. M. The counting 
of the Assembly . ballot papers was simultaneously done on 15 tables. 
At every table there was one counting supervisor and two counting 
assistants . The counting assistants were sitting on one side of the 
table and the counting agents of the contesting candidates were 
sitting on the opposite side of the table . The concemed courting 
supervisor was sitting on the third side. According to the peti 
tioner the counting supervisors also accually took part in the counting 
of votes. It is the case of the petitioner that the counting was 
vitiated by the irregularities set out in the petition . They may be 
briefly stated : 

2. The counting agents of the petitioner found it difficult to 
check the sorting of votes, and ballot papers inarked for the peti 
tioner were deposited in the ray meant for the 1st respondent. 
There was improper rejection of valid votes . Since things were 
done in a hurry it was not possible for the counting agents to check 
the ccrrectness or otherwise of the counting . Though the petitioner s 
chief lection agent complained , about the procedure to the Retu 
ming Cfficer , the latter did nothing. At about 6.00 p . m some 50 
to 60 persons who were neither counting agents nor officers connected 
with the election entered the counting hall and stood there surroun 
ding the tables . They were persons belonging to the party of the 
Ist respondent. Though the Returning Officer asked those persons 
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to leave the place they, refused and the Returning Officer pleaded 
helplessness. After 6.00 p . m the counting was done without any 
checking from the counting agents because the tables were surrounded 
by outsiders. The counting authorities committed inistakes in 
throwing the ballot papers into the respective compartments in 
the trays, Ballot papers which ought to have been deposited in the 
tray set apart for the petitioner were being thrown into the tray 
set apart for the 1st respondent. For a candidates there was only 
one agent at a table. So , if in addition to the counting assistants 
the counting supervisor also joined in counting effective supervi 
sion by the agents of the candidate was clifficult. The junction of 
the counting supervisor in the matter of counting of votes is illegal. 
Rule.53 of the Conduct of Election Rules was offended in as much as 
unauthorised persons were present at the counting " place. Shri 
U. J. Tharian, Municipal Chairman , and a partisan of the 1st respon 
dent without any authority entered the counting hall and gave, 
instructions to the 1sc respondent s agents. Altogether 2132 votes 
were rejected as invalid out of which most of the ballot papers were 
marked in favour of the petitioner. The correctness of the rejection 
could not be checked . The total number of votes poiled did not 
tally with the votes counted at the various rounds, and tliere was a 
difference of 21 votes, thereby showing that there was niistake 
in counting. The petitioner s election agent demanded recount 
through a written -application , the contents of which are set out in 
paragraph 11 of the petition. The Returning Officer instead of 
making a written order simply returned the same to the peti 
tioner s election agent. The Returning Officer was legally bound 
to give reasons in writing for rejecting an application for recount, 
and in the instant case he violated the mandatory provision of law . 
The instructions given at page 68 of the landbook for candidates 
published by the Election Commission of India in 1977 were not 
complied with by the Returning Officer. There were 53 tendered 
votes because of impersonation at the time of voting, and according 
to the petitioner many of the tendered votes were cast in his favour 
The rejection of the petition for recounting given by the petitioner s 
agent was against paragraph . 22 of the Handbook . 

3. The clection of the 1st respondent is vitialed by various corrupt 
practices committed by the 1st respondent or his agent or other 
persons with his consent . The Government of Kerala had issued an 
order, the contents of which are extracted in paragraph 16 of the 
petition . The Circle Inspector of Police one Bhanuvikraman Nair 
the Sub Inspector of Police one Janardhanan and Dy . S. P. Shri 
Mathew Thomas were transferred to Alwaye after the issue of the 
G. O. referred to above. The aforesaid police officers were working 
in Perumbavoor, which is the home town of the 1st respondent. 
The 1st respondent is a leading member of the ruling party being 


the president of the District Congress Committee and a Condent 
of the then Police Minister. Sri. K. Karunakaran . The transfer of 
the aforesaid officers was secured by the 1st respondent using his 
influence with the then police minister . He used the police uutho 
rities for collecting donations and canvassing votes for the i Ist 
respondent. Undue influence 

was exercised 
over merchants 
and other sections of the public by those officers to help the 1st 
respondent. The interference of the police oficers has substanti 
ally affected the result of the election . Shri Abdul Shukoor, Assi. 
stant Engineer , Periyar Valley Irrigation Scheme, who is a gazetted 
officer of the State actively participated in canvassing votes for the 
1st respondent. He approached all the contractors working under 
him soliciting votes as well as money for the 1st respondent. Thatt 
too has substantially affected the result of the election . On lhe 
"polling day the wife of the 1st respondent went from booth to booth 
and influenced women voters to vote for the 1st respondent. The 
prayers of the petitioner are ; (1 ) to order a recount of the votes; (2 ) 
to order a scrutiny of the votés polled including the invalid votes 
( 3 ) to.declare that the petitioner has received a majority of the 
valid votes polled in the above said election ; and be declared as the 
duly elected candidate ; and (4 ) to declare the election of the 1st 
responcient as invalid and void . 

4. The contentions raised by the 1st respondent in his written 
objection may be briefly stated . The election petiliou itself has 
been filed without any good faith . The counting of votes was done in 
accordance with law . The petitioner and his election agent were 
in the counting hall throughout and they did not give any ecmplaint 
to the Returning Officer regarding any irregularity . The total votes 
polled as mentioned by the petitioner in paragraph 3 of his peti 
tion is not seen to include the voles found invalid at the time of 
counting. The counting supervisors did not participate in the 
sorting and counting , which was being clone by the counting assis 
tants. The counting supervisors were only supervising the ting 
and comting . No counting agent complained to the countiyg 
supervisors regarding any difficulty in supervising the sorting and 
counting. The petitioner s election agent was in the hall through 
out and the rctitioner himself came to the hall on many occasions. 
Hallot papers marked for the petitioner were never deposited in 

the compartment of the tray meant for the 1st respondent. No 
-> valid ballot paper was treated as doubtful vote. The sorting and 

counting were not done in a hurry. It is not true that the election 
agent of the petitioner complained to the Returning Officer and that 
the lat not do anything on such complaint. The allegation 
in paragraph 6 of the petition that 50 to 60 unauthorisert persons 
enter the counting hall is absolutely baseless. There were strong 
security arrangements in the hall and in the premises . Police were 
posted there. The allegation that 50 to 60 persoas unanthorisedly 
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entered into the hall and that the Returning Officer even in spite 
of his best efforts did not succeed to vacate those encroachers is 
absolutely baseless. There was no complaint regarding that matter 
to the Returning Officer by the election agent of the petitioner. 
Sorting and counting of votes were done in a very orderly manner 
and no mistake. was committed . Shri U. J. Tharian, Municipal 
Chairman , Alwaye did not at all enter the hai as alleged by the 
retitioner. The allegations in paragraph 9 of the petition are not 
correct. It was only after properly scrutinising the donbtful votes 
that the invalid votes were rejected . There was sufficient opportunity 
to election agents as well as the counting agents on the plaiform to 
supervise the checking of doubtful votes, and in fact, they were 
actually supervising the scrutiny of doubtful ballot papers . The 
allegation in paragraph 10 of the petition is vague. The election 
agent of the petitioner did notmake any request for a recount either 
oral or in writing . The allegation to the contrary is only an after 
thought. The Returning Officer was discharging his duties 
correctly and in accordance with Jaw .. Test checking was done. The 
rejection of invalid votes was done properly . The allegation in 
paragraph 14 of the petition about the tendered vctes is not correct. 
The allegation in paragraphę15 of the petition that a petition was 
filed for a recount is not correct. The allegations contained in 
paragraphs 16 , 17 and 18 of the petition regarding corrupt practices 
are absolutely baseless and false. In the election petition the 
petitioner did not directly allege any corrupt practice as agħinst 
the 1st respondent or his election agent, and the ailegation was that 
corrupt practices were committed by " other persons." However, 
in C.M.P. No.: 8350 1977 he has developed his case with a state 
ment that corrupt practices mentioned in the election petition were 
done either by the 1st respondent or by his election , agent or with their 
actual conseint and convivance. The Government Order dated 
31-1-1977 referred to in the petition related to oflicers, who were 
directly connected with the conduct of the electio . The police 
officers do not come under that category . The police officers were 
posted to take care of the law and order situation during the election . 
The allegation that Dy. S. P. Shri Mathew Thomas (Uthaman ) was 
transferred to Alwaye on 31st January from Perumbavoor , the 
home town of the 1st respondent is absolutely false. Shri Mathew 
Thomas was the Dy. S.P. of Alwaye for about 4 years . The Sub 
Inspector Shri Janardhanan was never the Sub Inspector of 
Perumbavoor and the allegation made by the petitioner that 
that Sub Inspector was at Perumbavoor, the home town of the 1st 
respondent, is false. The 1st respondent had nothing to do with 
the transfer of the Circle Inspector Shri Bhanuvikraman Nair . 
According to the information of the 1si respondent 
Shri Bhanuvikraman Nair was transferred in the course of Admini 
stration by the D.I.G , The 1st respondent had nothing to do with 


the transfer and he did not use his influence with the Home Minister 
for transferring police officers to Alwaye . The 1st respondent did 
not use the authority of the police officers to canvass votes for him or 
to obtain donations for the 1st respondent. The police officers never 
campaigned for the 1st respondent. The 1st respondent never 
asked them to do any such work either directly or indirectly . The 
1st respondent has never asked the police officers to collect funds 
for his election. The transfer of the police officers concerned took 
place on 15-2-1977 on which date the 1st respondent had not even 
filed his nomination paper. Shri Abdul Shukur , Assistant Engineer, 
did not canvass votes in favour of the 1st respondent. The Assistant 
Engineer never approached contractors and solicited votes and money 
for the 1st respondent. Neither the 1st respondent nor his election 
agent had anything to do with the activities of the Assistant 
Engineer . The allegation in paragraph 18 of the petition that the 
wife of the 1st respondent went from booth to booth and then entered 
the premises of the booth for canvassing votes for the 1st respondent, 
is incorrect. The averments in that respect contaized in the petition 
are contradictory . On the date of counting of votes, the 1st 
respondent did not go to the counting hall at all and he went to 
the counting hall only at the cime of the declaration of the result, 
which took place at 10.30 p . m . in the night. In the counting the 
1st respondent was represented by his chief election agent 
Shri M : A. Thrahimkutty . In a supplementary written objection 
filed by the 1st respondent, in answer to the amendment allowed to 
the election petition by order dated 4-7-1977 in C.M.P. No. 8350 1977 , 
further contentions are raised . The 1sc respondent is not in a 
position to effectively answer to the averments contained in para 
graph 9A of the petition for want of proper details. The averments 
were, at any rate, made without any good faith . The petitioner 
does not say how he got the ballot paper produced in the court. 
There are several ways for getting such a ballot paper and the 
production of the ballot paper does not in any way support the case 
of the petitioner that large scale discrepancies have taken place 
either during the counting or even before. The allegation by the 
petitioner that the discrepancy, in the votes will be about 1500 is 
wrong . The allegations contained in paragraphs 10A and 19 also 
are baseless . The petitioner is not entitled to any of the reliefs 
prayed for in the petition . 

5. After discussing with both sides, the following issues were 
raised : 

( 1 ) Whether the petition is maintainable ? 
( 2 ). Whether there was any irregularity or illegality in the 

matter of counting of votes and if so , whether the result 
of the election as far as it concerns the 1st respondent, 
was materially affected ? 


( 3 ) Whether the 1st respondent is gully of the corrupt 

practices alleged in the petition ? 
( 4 ) Regarding costs and reliefs. 
6. Issue No. 1 ..-- Even before filing a regular written siatement 
the 1st respondent filed a written objection dated 20-6-1977 challeng 
ing the jurisdiction of this court to entertain and decide this election 
.petition . As requested by the counsel for the 1st respondent that 
objection regarding jurisdiction was heard , and I have decided that 
the contention of the ist respondent regarding jurisdiction is not 
sustainable and that the court has got jurisdiction to try the c!ection 
petition . The decision on that preliminary point is reported in 
Mohammed Jafferlchan v T. Musthaffa ( 1977 KUT 602 ). I tind that 
the petition is maintainable. 

7. Issue No. 2 - The petitioner has stared certain irregularities 
which were alleged to have been committed during ihe counting of 
the votes. 

( a ) In paragraph 5 of the petition it is alleged thai since 
the counting supervisors also actually ook part in thc counting it 
was not possible for the agents of the petitioner to effectively check 
the sorting and counting of ballot papers. The ballot papers marked 
in favour of the petitioner were deposited in the compariment in 

be tray meant for the 1st respondent. . Several ballot papers which 
were valid were discarded as doubtful. The Chief Election Agent 
of the petitioner complained about these matters to the Returning 
Officer and nothing was done by that Officer. The pecitioner has 
attempted to prove tliese allegations through the evidence of P. Ws. 
1 , 2 , 3 and 8 . 

P.W. 1 is the Chief election agent of the petitioner and his 
casual observation in the witness box that counting supervisors also 
joined in the counting of votes cannot be given much importance. 
Regarding misplacing of the ballot papers , in the cross- examination , 
P.W. 1 admitted that he does not remember at which: table votes 
were misplaced . P.W. 2 was one of the counting a zent s of the 
pctitioner, who supervised the counting of cloutiful Wallot papers 
by the Assistant Returning Office . He does not spcok in definite 
terms regarding ( he allegation thay votes cast in ſvour of the 
petitioner were deposited in the compartment set arar: for the 1st 
respondeni. P ! w 2 was essentially concerned wit the scrutiny 
of doubtful ballot papers conducted by the Assisti . Ileti ning 
Oficer and also regarding Ext. Pl. "which will be des lt with spara.. 
tely . P.W. 3 was another counting age of the p titioner . in 
the Chief Exainination he was mainly seeing abous allot papers 
which were treated as doubtiul. He deposed thei LG was mainly 


watching the compartracnt meant for the placing of doubtful votes . 
The following passage in his evidence is of some relevance in this 
context : “ no 6000903 oswojomemu mond olvimulona.wom " . 

98B . 6015010 wm . 0000101wemo 210 .. Counting Officer ojos 
ചുമതല മുറയ്ക്ക് നടത്തുന്നു ണ്ടായിരുന്നു . കമക്കേടെ ചൂണ്ടികാണിച്ചപ്പോൾ 
DOJO Mon correct owºm 17 orejo 2034 ?. P.W. 3 thus adınitted 
that if any particular mistake was pointed out it was corrected by . 
the officers then and there, and his evidence would indicate that the 
most serious complaint was regarding the alleged intrusion of 
certain unauthorised persons into the counting hall . 

P.W. 8 was the Assistant Returning Officer, who y as exclusively 
in charge of the counting of the Assembly ballot papiers under the 
overall supervision of the Returning Officer. It is significant to 
note that P.W. 8 was never asked regarding the alleged partici 
pation of the counting supervisors in the counting of hallot papers . 
The evidence of P.W. 8 does not support the allegations contained 
in paragraphe 5 of the petition . On a scrutiny of the evidence of 
P.Ws.. 1, 2, 3 and 8 , I am not satisfied that the petitioner has 
succeeded in proving the irregularities alleged in paragraph 5 of 
the petition . 

(b ) The niore serious allegation made by the petitioner is 
regarding the alleged unauthorised entry of certain people into the 
counting hall and the details are given in paragraph 6 of the petition . 
Paragraph 7 substantially repeats the matters alleged in paragraph 
6 of the petition . The substance of the allegacion ts that at about 
6.00 p . m . some 50 to 60 persons entered the counting hall. They 
were supporters of the 1st respondent, and those people refused to 
go out of the hall in spite of the instructions of the Returning 
Officer . When the election agent of the petitioner complained about 
it the Returning Officer pleaded helplessness . According to the 
petitioner, after 6.00p.m. the counting proceeded without checking 
and that ballot papers were thrown into the trays indifferently . 
P.W. 1 deposed that at about 6.00 p . m . people unauthorisedly 
entered the counting hall. One of them was the Municipal -Chairman 
of Alwaye and P.W. 1 deposed that he does not know the names 
of the other persons, who entered the counting hall. " He would add 
tha t Circle Inspector Shri Bhanuvikraman Nair was also present 
in the hall and that late on Dy. S.P. Shri Uthaman also came 
there. To a leading question asked to him in the chief examination 
whether the entry of other persons into the counting hall affected 
the counting, the reply was that the attention of the counting agents 
was diverted . The witness further deposed that on the basis of 
the complaint of the petitioner s agents, the Assistant Returning 
Cfficer directed the intruders to leave out of the hall. . As to what 
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ap.v. 3 : One 


happended thereafter P.W.I deposed as follows:" Broro mjevando anche costitusi 

jooml06032-6 11oedoECMO)23.awna ero50310mm.lojemiss. In the 
cross -examination he deposed that on the instruction of the Recurno 
ing Officer some of those people went away but all of the intruders. 
did not obey him . In view of the version given by him that the 
entry of other persons cause difficulties in the counting in the cross- !! 
examination he was asked as to what the intruders diaPafter they 
entered the councing hall. His answer is : " 2033183.godsbisch : 
, യവർ ഹാളിൽ അങ്ങോട്ടും ഇങ്ങോട്ടും നടക്കുകയല്ലാതെ എന്തെങ്കിലും 

ചയ്യു ക ച യ പ റ യ ക യ 1mm baril,o trenes 
P. W. 1 has no case that the persons who entered the Hall actually 
did anything to interfere with the counting as such . 
of the counting agents of the petitioner also spoke abouť the entry, 
of 30 or 40 persons at about 5.30 p. m . into the counting half... The 
witness deposed that one Marakkar pulled on his shirt from his back 1 
to divert his attention from the counting and that among the 
intruders there were 6 or 7 police officers. Those people are alleged 
to have remained in the hall until the counting was over. The 
witness further deposed that he did not see the Returning Officer 
or the Assistant Returning Officer making any attempt to send away 
these intruders . These vo versions of P.W. 3 ar not consistent 
with the story put forward by P.W. 1. According to P. N : 1 the 
Returning Officer persuaded the alleged intruders to go out and 
some of them obeyed it also. Again , according to E V.1 then it ? 
was the practice that the remaining people in the hall used to come. 
in and go out, and he never said that intruder s remained in the hall 
till the end of the counting . P.W. 3 further deposed < nat the police a 
reople were simply inactive. When he was asked cin riwhat, i 
nanner the counting was affected by such entry , he replied: 

32134ºs/mo nuoc . avmel.Cu ono ne mogu /le7 ampdo 210900 G 
DOJO ബഹളം munum 12/03 % sohasis ones". na ? So, is 
even according to this witness, the counting , as such was not ] 
affected by the presence of the alleged unauthorised entrarts. 
Another significant statement made by P.W.13 has already, heen i 
extracted above , and that version would show that as a matter of 
fact, there was no error in the counting and that as and when as 
particular error was pointed out it was corrected than and there by 
the officers concerned . When the Assistant Returning Officer who : 
supervised the counting was examined as P.W. 8 no question was 
asked regarding the unauthorised entry of the strangers into the ! 
counting hall. The only question that was put to him was whethers 
the Municipal Chairman of Alwaye was present in the counting hall 
and he answered in the negative. In view of the evidance of P.W : 80 
I am not inclined to place any eliance upon the jaterested testimony : 
of P.Ws. 1 and 3 regarding the unauthorised entry of several 
outsiders into the counting hall at the time of counting of ballot ! 
papers . Even assuming that somebody entered the counting 
hall without permission or authority , that may perhaps amount to 

G 127 /MC 
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violation of Rule 53 of the Conduct of Election Pules. But that 
violation by itself cannot invalidate the election unless the results 
of the election have been materially affected by the non - compliance 
with that rule. I am pointing out this aspect of the case only to 
show that even according to P.W. 1 and P.W. 3 the so - called 
rushing in of strangers into the counting hall did not actually affect 
the proper counting of the ballot papers. The petitioner has not 
succeeded in proving the aforesaid allegation . 

(c ) In paragraph 9 of the petition it is alleged that the 
petitioner lost by a small margin of 758 votes and that of the 2132 
votes rejected as invalid , a good number of votes were those polled 
in favour of the petitioner . The petitioner subsequently added a 
new paragraph by way of amendment alleging that on 23-3-1977 the 
Returning Officer gave a copy of Form 21E to the petitioner and 
that the number of the ballot papers contained in that Form did not 
tally with the details collected by the agents of the petitioner. To 
substantiate that averment the petitioner produced ballot paper 
No. 918845 issued.in polling Booth No. 17. P.W. 1 deposed that 
" he difference between the number of ballot papers issued and the 
number of ballot papers counted was about 21. He was asked a 
leading question in the chief examination as to whether there was any 
other difference , and he answered thus: " auno Jojomu . amely 
The ballot paper referred to in paragraph 9A of the petition 
was marked as Ext. P2 and regarding Ext. P2, P.W 1, was asked 
as to how his candidate got that ballot paper, and his reply was: 

ulosmimja ?şagomM18001rz350 ." It was P.W. 2 who was 
scrutinising the checking of doubiful ballot papers by the Assistant 
Returning Officer . So P.W. 1 deposed that he does not know on 
what all grounds ballot papers were rejected , as invalid . Regarding 
the invalid votes P.W. 8 was examined to substantiate the peti 
tioner s case. P.W. 8 , the Assistant Returning Officer , admitted 
that doubtful ballot papers were scrutinised by him . He was asked 
a leading question as to which were the votes rejected as invalid . 
In answer, the categories mentioned by him are: ballot papers 
without any marking, ballot papers which contained markings in 
two or more symbols, ballot papers containing marking in the blank 
area and ballot papers in which there were writings to identify 
the voter . P.W. 8 deposed in detail as to the method followed 
by him in the matter of scrutinising . doubtful hallot papers. 
When the seal is affixed the marking will contain an arrow . 

The 
arrow in the marking is anti- clockwise. If the arrow was found in 
more than one symbol such ballot papers were rejected as invalid . 
On the other hand , if the arrow was found clockwise it was treated 
as valid votes . Even if a small portion of the arrow was found 
in any ballot paper, such ballot paper was also treated as valid . 
He was asked a leading question as to whether multiple votes were 


those ballot papers which contained markings in the symbols of two 
candidates. His answer was that if there were more than one 
marking in the column of the same candidate it was treated as 
multiple vote and that multiple votes were rejected as invalid . 
Ext. P2 was shown to the witness and he was asked whether the 
ballot papers with similar markings were treated as invalid . He 
answered that markings similar to those found in Ext. P2 were 
treated as valid . If the marking touches both ile dividing lines and 
the symbol that was again treated as a valid vole. On the other 
hand, if the marking did not touch the symbol at all and it was 
only on the dividing line, such ballot paper was trested as invalid . 
It is pertinent in this connection to note that in the election petition 
no specific ground was taken regarding the errors , if any, committed 
in the scrutiny of doubtful ballot papers. I have referred to above 
the general nature of the evidence of P.W. 8. At the time of the 
argument, based upon an isolated statement in the evidence of 
P.W. 8 , an attempt was made by the learned counsel for the peti 
tioner to show that the scrutiny was not done properly . The 
concerned passage is : " eco MU Leomodm 207@ jos non modo 60103 
Arasjon B Dbojovog molmmº moglgo cooş gm . 100mmo." 
There appears to be some confusion in that part of the evidence of 
F. W. 8 and taking advantage of that it was contended that in view 
of the directions in the Handbook for Candidates issued by the 
Election Commission of India , such votes would have been treated 
as valid . On page 67 of the Handbook it is stated as follows : 

" The returning Officer will not reject any ballot paper sinuply 
because 
( i) more than one mark has been made in ihe coluon of ore 

candidate ; or 
( ii) besides a clear mark in the colunin of noi more ihan one 

candidate, there are marks on the back or insido the 

shaded area ; 
I do not think that ihe above passage in the deposition of P.W. 8 
can be interpreted as a violation of the directions mentioned above . 
in the earlier portions of his evidence he has definitely stated which 
types of votes were treated as invalid and the peticioner kas no case 
that the rejection of those categories of votes violated any lawy . In 
the absence of specific pleadings, merely on the basis of this rather 
doubtful statement of P. W. 8 , I cannot come to the conclasion that 
there was legal error in scrutinising the doubtful ballot papers. On 
going through the entire evidence of P.W. 8 what I feel is that the 
scrutiny of doubtfu l ballot papers was done properly . P. W. 8 was 
asked as to how Ext. P2 happened to go out. He replied that the 
yoter to whom Ext, P2 was given could bring it back after placing 
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some other paper in the ballot box. He added that such things do 
not generally happen . I may deal with certain other portions of the 
byidence of P //W : 8 even at this stage because the evidence of P.W.8 
practically disproves most of the allegations made by the petitioner 
cin relation to the irregularities alleged in the counting of votes. 
P : WIS was never asked regarding the entry of unauthorised persons 
sas: already referreduto . He was not asked whether the counting 
Lsupervisors participated on the counting . He dercsed that among 

the ballot papers rejected as, invalid majority consisted of votes 
ccontaining markingsron more than one symbol and also ballot papers 
.!whichi were blank containing no marking at all . The lotal number 
of those two catégories according to P. W. 8 is about 2000. He 
deposed that nobody raised any complaint before fiim regarding any 
sirregularity in the counting of votests It is not without significance 
stato in the re- examination Ino attempt was made to elicit further 
1explanation regarding , invalid votes. I do not, therefore, find any 
- reasont to disbelieve the revidence of PureW. 8 , and I hold that the 
s petitioner has not proved the allegation under consideration . 
Como color collet 2ooo acca un c : 
* . com Yd ) In paragraph 10 of the petition it is alleged that the total 

number vof votes polled did notrcally with the total number of votes 
veoanted at wavious rounds i There was a differelice * bol: 21 votes . 
9 The petitioner subsequently by waybofHamendinerti added a new 
I paragraphd as, paragraphe 10 a viswhereinlitcis stated that the peti 

tioner had teason to believe that large scale discrepancies shbuld have 
crept in ;at the times of polling and during the counting of ballot 
papers regarding the total number. According to the petitioner 
Officer is less than the number of unused ballo e parere,which ought 
unused ballot papers,which are kept in the custody of the Returning 

the difference of 21. between the number of ballos papersifissued by 
» the Presiding Officers and the number 10of ballotbipapers actually 

found at the time of counting. P.W. 8 deposed that unused ballot 
& papers did not reach him . He was assisted by cone Balachandran , 
.: Special, Tahsildar for Land Acquisition v P.W3.deposed that on 
toner on two gocasions he verified whether there is any discrepancy 
cabetween the issued ballot papers rand , the counted challot papers . 
EXThere is , thus, practically nos acceptahle evidence to i substantiate 

the allegations under consideration ,tibsory Sticeria 1o corda o ! 
se soien ! 09 0 :! 1 ct 9109 tons 1,8.1.9 ta 1979 sta ! duch 

0 . : ( e ) Though the petitioner had a case that there was no test 
estenificatādnoofi counted Þanot papers as instructed on page 68 of the 

Handbooli published by the Election Commission ,l:no serious effort 
Brittas taken to substantiate that contention . No aitempt was made 
urto édicit the necessary information on that matter wisen XW18was 

examined . 


9 


. 
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(f ) . The petitioner has a general complaint that many votes . 
polled in his favour were rejected as invalid and that votes polled 
in favour of the petitioner were included in the bundle of the votes 
secured by the 1st respondent. I have already referred to the 
evidence on these questions and from the evidence of P.W. 8 it can 
be seen that the doubtful ballot papers were properly scrutinised 
and that there was no improper rejection of any Walid vote as invalid . 
The evidence to support the allegation is meagre and unacceptable. 

( g ) The most serious complaint of the petitioner is that 
Ext. P. 1, a petition for recount given to the Returning Officer, was 
not even considered and that the Returning Oficer simply gave it 
back to P. W. 1. Major part of the oral evidence adduced by the 
petitioner is regarding Ext. P1. It is the case of the 1st respondent 
that Ext. P1 is a document subsequently drawr. up and that no 
petition for recount was ever given to the Returning Officer by 
P. W. 1. The evidence adduced by the petitioner in support of his 
case is the oral evidence furnished by P. W. 1, P. W. 2 and P.W. 7 . 
The oral evidence of these witnesses regarding Ext. P1 is inconsistent 
and contradictory. P. W. 1 was examined on y -8-1977 and he 
proved Ext . P1 as a petition submitted by him to the Returning 
Cfficer after the counting of the votes at the tables was over. 
Ext. P1 is written in English language. , P.W. 1 admitted that he 
does not know English , and in the cross -examination he again 
admitted that Ext. P - 1 was written by ore P. 1. Padmanabhan , 

who was examined as P. W. 2 and who was the counting agent of 
26 ¥he petitioner to sit at the platform where the Returning Officers 
mwere performing their, respective functions. P.W. 1 deposed that 
19lito saw AW : 2 writing Ext. P1 and that he signed it at about 

30rpemaExt. P1, according to P. W. 1, was written at the table in 
mothe platform , P.W., 1 did not tell P.W. 2 the particular matters 
to be included in Ext. P1. PW . 1 further deposed that after Ext. P1 
written by: P. W E2, FS W 11 signed Ext. P1 and then it was 

appened then , P ; W laniswered !“Kamanolajjomodo? 
VIBS moduloomad odemosio Doga coolmom ] .Since the cross 
bliexamination le of Pw . 

et completed on 9:8:1977 
ashis furihere examination may 

was conduced on ai3-1041977. 
On that date also he was questioned about Ext: PT. (He 

was specifically asked as to who wrote Ext:rP1. His reply was : 
ProzasBonneymoorman ( dayw " ( That versions cortrary to his 
[ Carlier wêrsion that it was P.W.12- who wrote Ext: P1. Another 
10 gigitifit :nt feature of Ext Pi is tha s the last line in that document 
bois written in a different hand . PW . 1 was specifically askel aħbut 
Aristrand he replied that there is no difference in handwriting Regart 
bring thetsubsequent events also there was a significant yariation in 
the original story told by P.W. 1. P.W.9 deposed that the Return 
ing Officer kept Ext. Pi on his table and thereafter the officer took 
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P.W. 1 outside the hali and told him that the counting staff are 
already tired and that since the difference is only 700 aid odd votes , 
.he is not receiving the recounting petition . Thereafter , according 
to P.W. 1 , the Returning Officer came back to the nall and gave 
back Ext. P1 to P : W . 1. It is clear that the subsequent version 
is an after - thought because the petitioner may not have any other 
witness to prove the giving or returning of Ext. Pl. P.W. 2 also 
deposed about Ext. Þi application . According to hin , the rain 
portion of Ext. P1 was written by one V. G. Bhaskaran Nair, who 
was examined as P.W. 7 and that the last sentence alone was 
written by P.W. 2. P.W. 2 deposed that he dicta ced and P.W.7 
wrote Ext. P1. Though P. W. 1. deposed that he told 
P. W. 2 - about the irregularities in the counting for . the 
purpose of filing deposed: P. W. 2 Ext. P1, ngejo , 
irregularities ms.00101926 me.monomy007 PI കൊടുക്കുന്നതിന 
Dnedºromj. annº ngelantad agendojmov ? m .muool2/7sley." P. W. 2 
further deposed that he does not know anything further about 
Ext. P1. He would , however, swear that when he directed P.W.7 
to write Ext. P1, P.W. 1 was standing near him . P.W. 1 has no 
such case and according to him it was he who told P.W. 2 to prepare 
Ext. P1. Neither P.W.1 nor P.W. 2 has an explanation as to 
why one sentence was added in the handwriting of P.W. 2. P.W : 2 
also deposed that he does not remember when Ext. P1 was given to 
P.W. i . , The evidence of P.W. 7 contradicts substantially the 
evidence of P.W. 1 and P.V. 2 on this aspect. P.W. 7 was also a 
counting agent of the petitioner attached to one table, which was 
located some distance away from the platform and uccording to him 
between the platform and his own table there were four or five other 
counting tables. He deposed : " Ext. Pl ng920700090 bood ngono cavo 
07@ BouMoMomº." But according to P.W. 1 it was written on 
the table in the platform where P.W. 2 was sitting. P.W. 7 further 
deposed that P.W.1 came to the table where he was sitting and asked 
him to draft Ext. P1. Neither P.W. 1 nor P.W. 2 has such a case. 
According to P.W. 7 he discussed the matters with P.W. 1 before 
writing Ext. P1, and that the contents of Ext. P1 is substantially 
the English form of what P.W. 1 told him in Malayalam . He would 
also add that P.W. 1 was sitting by his side when Ext. P1 was 
written . " The witness then adds : " Ext. Pl nou jm7ww.gsom Chief Agent 
Ext. PI- 033/ s . 33/1900 ngando caos ,corosJogjoomº. Blom egyis 
woond ine).” The witness would further say that thereafter P.W. 1 
took away the paper. P.W. 7 does notmention about the addition of 
the last sentence by P.W. 2. P.W. 1 has no case that he signed 
Ext. P1 immediately after P.W. 7 wrote the petition . The entire 
oral evidence is absolutely unconvincing. On the other hand, 
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P.W. 8 , the Assistant Returning Officer , deposed that to his 
knowledge no petition like Ext. P1 was ever presented . Considering 
the evidence in the case regarding Ext, P1 I have no hesitation to 
held that Ext. P1 is a subsequently fabricated document and that no 
such recount petition was ever given to the ileturning Officer. 

Even assuming that P.W. 1 gave Ext. P1 petation to the 
Returning Officer and that the latter returned it without passing 
any order, that may at the most amount to the violation of the 
rule . Such violation by itself cannot invalidate the election unless 
the petitioner can further establish that the non -compliance with 
the rule has materially affected the result of the election. No 
acceptable evidence was given in that respect. 

That apart, I do not think that the petitioner has succeeded 
in showing that there is really a case for recount of the votes. The 
main objection raised by the petitioner was regarding ihe rejection 
of certain votes as invalid votes. I have already acalt with the 
evidence of P. W. 8, the Assistant Returning Officer , who scrutinised 
the doubtful ballot papers and decided which ballct papers are to 
be rejected as invalid , and there is no necessity to repeat that part 
of his evidence here. P.W. 1 deposed that regarding the rejection 
of invalid votes he has only the information supplied to him by 
P. W. 2. In the chief examination P.W. 2 was asked a leading 
question as to which were the votes that were treated as invalid . 
He answered : " @mco s smo mu omomºL0700099 COJOS) 60192020 
ഒരു സ്ഥാനാർത്ഥിക്ക് ഒന്നിൽ കൂടുതൽ വോട്ടു ചെയ്യുകയും ചെയ്തതാണ് 
Muttiple Vote ero 0020mm . According to him it was those 
multiple votes which were rejected . Since that version did not fully . 
support the case of the petitioner, P.W. 2 was asked a further leading 
question as to whether any other category of vote was rejected as 
invalid . He answered : " 2 " . Then , Ext. P2 was shown to him 
and asked whether such votes were declared invalid and he answered 
in the affirmative . It may be pertinent in this connection to mention 
that P.W. 8 deposed that votcs similar to Ext . Pż were treated as 
valid votes and were not rejected as invalid . According to the 
petitioner s case, it was P.W. 2 who was checking the scrutiny of 
doubtful ballot papers by the Assistant Returning Officer ; and in 
view of the evidence of P.W. 2 referred to above, it cannot be held 
that the petitioner has succeeded in proving that valid votes were 
illegally treated as invalid votes by P. W. 8 . 

The other important circumstance relied on by the petitioner 
for recounting was the alleged illegal entry of third parties into the 
countnig hall. The unsatisfactory nature of the evidence on this 
point has already been discussed by me. P. W. 2 did not mention 
about the entry of any outsider . That apart, even these witnesses 
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who spoke about the illegal entry of outsiders , never ueposed that 
the strangers actually interfered with the couniing. As already 
referred to , P.W. 1 said that those people who entered the hall were 
simply moving about and that he did not see ther doing or saying 
anything . The evidence of P.W. 3 on this matter has already been 
discussed . I do not find any substance in the case of the petitioner 
that there was any irregularity in the counting of votes. I, Therefore, 
hold that sufficient grounds have not been established by the peti 
tioner for a recounting of the votes . 

8. Issue No. 3. - According to the petitioner the 1st respondent 
was guilty of corrupt practices set out in paragraphs 16 to 18 of 
the petition . 

In paragraph 16 of the petition it is alleged that though the 
Government passed Ext. X1 order regarding the transfer of staff 
during the election period , the Circle Inspector Shri Bhanuvikraman 
Nair and the Sub Inspector of Police Shri Janardhanan and also .Dy. 
S. P. Shri Mathew Thomas (Uthaman ) were transferred to Alwaye 
by the influence of the 1st respondent, who was a prominent member 
of the Congress Party and who had influence over the then Home 
Minister . The petitioner would further allege that these police 
officers canvassed voces for the 1st respondent and also collected 
donations from third parties and exerted undue influence on the 
merchants and other sections of the public for polling their votes in 
favour of the 1st respondent. . In February March 1377, P.W. 4 
was the Deputy Inspector General of Police, Central Zone, Ernakulam , 
till he was transferred to Trivandrum in March 1977 - He was 
examined on the petitioner s side to prove the transfers alleged in 
the petition . P. W. 4 deposed that Ext. X1 order of the Government 
was passed on 31-1-1977 , and it was sent from Inspector General s . 
office on 15-2-1977 and that P.W. 4 received it only on 17-2-1977. 
The Circle Inspector Shri Bhanuvikraman Nair was transferred 
on 14-2-1977 and P.W. 4 explained the reasons for that.. According 
to him when the aforesaid Circle Inspector was working at 
Perumbavoor, there were complaints against him from the M.L.A. 
of that place and that on enquiry P.W. 4 found that there was some 
substance in the complaint and that disciplinary action was initiated 
against that Circle Inspector. It was under thoce circumstances 
that he was transferred to Alwaye . P.W. 4 was asked a leading 
question as to whether that transfer was made at the request of 
the 1st respondent. .P.W . 4 denied the suggestion and said that 
the transfer took place prior to the filing of the nomination paper, 
He also deposed that he did not receive any instruction from above 
for the transfer of those officers . P.W. 4 further deposed that 
Fixt. X1 order does not include police officers. The Government 
Circular is primarily intended to affect the officers appointed in 
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the election staff and police officers are not appointed in the election 
staff. P.W. 5 was the then Home Minister . He was also asked 
whether the concerned police officers were iransferred at the 
instance of the 1st respondent. P.W. 5 flatly denied . There is, 
thus, no acceptable evidence to prove that the transfer of the police 
cfficers to Alwaye was done in violation of any rule and for assisting 
the 1st respondent in his election campaign . Regarding this 
allegation the evidence of P.W. 1 is remarkably vague. P.W. 1 
admitted that his information about the transfer of the police 
officers is not personal and that he only heard about it. (" JO 
0998” ). He admitted that he did not make further enquiries regard 
ing those officers. P.W. 1 deposed as follows : " 203 Jormulandsað 
ഇലക്ഷൻ കാര്യത്തിൽ ഇടപെട്ടെന്ന് എന്റെ സ്ഥാനാർത്ഥിയുടെ പ്രവർ 
COD JOGON 28 Molomo. Joon nglesolwey." The evidence 
of P. W. I. does not in any way help the petitioner as far as this 
allegation is concerned. I have no hesitation to hold that the peti 
tioner has failed to prove the allegation regarding the transfer and 
the conduct of the police officers mentioned in paragraph 16 of the 
petition . 

9 . Another instance of interference by officers in the election 
campaign of the 1st respondent is given in paragraph 17 of the 
petition . It is, alleged that Shri Abdul Sukkur, Assistant Engineer , 
Periyar Valley Irrigation Scheme, actively participates in canvass 
ing votes in favour of the 1st respondent. The aforesaid engineer 
approached all the contractors under him to secure votes and money 
for the 1st respondent. Regarding this matter also the evidence 
of P.W. 1 is vague and unbelievable . P.W. 6 has been examined 
to prove this allegation . P.W.6 deposed that in February to 
March 1977 he was the secretary of the Jumayath at Kunjunnikkara. 
The president of the Jumayath is one Abdul Rahiman Hlajee, who 
was examined as P.W. 9. P.W. 6 deposed that the 1st respondent 
went to the mosque with an engineer by name Sukkur and certain 
supporters for canvassing votes. He deposed further that he has 
not seen the engineer before. ( froBºGB Doo mom imz@ jmiº ameistes." ) 
The witness deposed that he saw Sukkur waiting outside the prayer 
hall of the mosque at a place, which was meant for worshippers to 
take rest. Sukkur is alleged to have caught hold of his hand and 
asked P.W. 6 to help the 1st respondent. The 1st respondent also 
asked the assistance of P.W. 6, and thereafter the 1st respondent, 
president Abdul Rahiman Hajee and the engineer Sukkur and others 
went to the north . P.W. 6 admitted that he is closely acquainted 
with the petitioner. He added : “ WUGMAN • Qons . Onuºs9 @ 090153. 
60M3. no 10000m . muon JO03010jmy" . He admitted that 
he is a supporter of the Opposition Muslim League and that the 
petitioner was a candidate supported by the Opposition Muslim 
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League, In the cross -examination P. W. 6 was asked about the age , 
colour, etc., of Shri Sukkur because of his version in the Chief Exami 
nation that he met Sukkur for the first time in the mosque. Realising 
the implication of that question P.W.6 immediately changed the story 
and deposed that he had seen Sukkur on previous occasions when 
that Engineer came there in connection with the construction of 
a bridge . Again , he deposed , " roon 19910108 agje.Tudo mudando 
1291010 2012 " He added that he does not know when Sukkur 
came. Since thatversion also cannot fit in with his story , the witness 
again corrected : " 9601310mwe , mood adm .6010 ° 7 ° 2.1987wlodmlm 
പുറത്തിറങ്ങുമ്പോളാണ് സുക്കൂറിനെ കണ്ടത്. 

I do not propose to 
consider the evidence of this witness further . He is a close 
ally of the petitioner and his evidence cannot be believed . Then , 
the remaining oral evidence on this aspect is that of P. W. 9 , who is 
Xhe President 

of the concerned Jumayath . He deposed 
that he knows the petitioner as well as the 1st respondent and that 
the 1st respondent had come to the mosque both before and after the 
election . He is not in a position to say the exact date on which the 
1st respondent came to the mosque previous to the election . The 
version given by P. W. 9, is that when he came out after the prayer 
on that Friday , he saw the 1st respondent and his supporters and he 
invited the 1st respondent to his residence for food and went away . 
P. W. 9 deposed that he knows engineer Sukkur and that he also came 
to the mosque on the same date. He was asked a leading question as 
to whether Shri Sukkur told him anything on that date and the 
witness answered in the negative . The witness was declared 
hostile and he was cross -examined by the petitioner s counsel. There 
is nothing in the evidence of P.W. 9 to show that engineer 
Mr. Sukkur canvassed votes on behalf of the 1st respondent. 

10. Though the petitioner was present in court his learned 
counsel represented that the petitioner is not entering the witness 
box . So the 1st respondent was examined as R.W. 1. From the 
evidence in the case it is not possible to hold that the petitioner has 
succeeded in proving that engineer Shri Sukkur assisted the 1st 
respondent in any manner in the disputed election . 

11. The last item of corrupt practice alleged in the petition is 
covered by paragraph 18 of the petition . It is stated that on the 
date of polling the wife of the 1st respondent went from booth to 
booth and entered the premises of the polling booths and moved 
among the women voters who were standing in queue to canvass 
votes for the 1sc respondent in violation of the rules . P.W. 1 
deposed that he saw the wife of the 1st respondent canvassing votes 
in the polling booth near Standard Potteries and also in the polling 
booth in the Madrassa in Choornikkara . I do not think that on 
the basis of the interested testimony of P.W. 1 a finding can be 
entered in favour of the petitioner regarding the relevant allegation . 
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12. Issue No. 4. - In view of the findings entered on issues Vos. 2 and 3 
the petitioner is not entitled to any relief in this petition . 

In the result , the election petition is dismissed with costs of the 1st 
respondent. Advocate s fee is fixed at Rs. 500 . 

The Office will communicate the substance of this decision to the Election 
Commission and the Speaker of the Legislative Assembly of Kerala, and it 
shall also send an authenticated copy of this decision as soon as it is ready to 
the Election Commission, as provided in section 103 of the Representation 
of the People Act, 195 ) . 


(Sd .) 
N. D. P. VAMBOODIRIPAD , 

Judge. 


19th November , 1977 . 
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Appendix 


Petitioner s Exhibits : 

Ext. Pl dated 20-3-1976 /77 


Application for recounting sub 
mitted to the Returning Officer. 
Original ballot paper 


Ext. P2. 


Respondents Exhibits : 


Nil 


Court Exhibit 
Ext. XI dated 31-1-1977 

G. O. (P ) No. 3 /77 /Ele . 
Petitioners Witnesses 

Pw . 1 N. A. K. Haji 
Pw . 2 P. D. Padmanabhan Nair 
Pw . 3 Kunju Moideen 
Pw . 4 K. V.Kumaraswamy. 
Pw . 5 K. Karunakaran 
Pw . 6 Ibrahim Haji 
Pw . 7 V. G. Bhaskaran Nair 
Pw . 8 A. Padmanabhan 
Pw . 9 

C. K. Abdul Rehiman Haji 
Respondents Witnesses 

Rw . 1 T. H.Mustaff 


Memo of costs to the 1st respondent. 

Rs. 
Stamp on Vakalath 

5 
Stamp on petition 

4 
Advocates fee 

500 


Total 


509 


25-11-1977. 


(Sd .) 
Assistant Registrar. 
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Kerala Gazette No. 10 dated 7th March 1978 
PART UI 

, 1 
NOTIFICATION 
No. Ex . E2-8825 / 78. nuta 

24th February 1978 . 
Diploma Examination in Engineering / Technology , and 
1 mol Women s Polytechnic - May 1978 

It is hereby notified that the following Diploma Examinations in 
Engineering / Technology , Women s Polytechnic Examinations will commence 
on May 1978 as per the new rules. Time-table will be published separately . 

First Year Examinations : 
1991 First Year Diploma Examination in Engineering (New rules) 
2 . First Year Diploma Examination in Instrument Technology 

( new rules) 
3. First Year Diploma Examination in Chemical Technology 

(new rules) 
4 . First Year Diploma Examination in Textile Technology 

Diploma Examination in Electronics (New rules ) 
(new 

Lithography and Letterpress Group 
7 First Year Diploma Examination in Costume Design and 
SLIDress Making 

TO Hiro 
Second Year Examinations : 
1 1... Second Year Diploma .. Examination in Civil Engineering 

od (new rules ) 

2. Second Year Diploma Examination in Mechanical Engineer 
putning (new rules) WIU 

3 . Second Year Diploma Examination in Electrical Engineer 

ing (new rules ) 
- A ... Second Year Diploma Examination in Automobile Engineer 

ing (new rules) . 
Second Year Diploma Examination in Chemical Engineer 

ing (new rules) 
6 . Second Year Diploma Examination in Chemical Techno 

logy (new rules) 
mais.7 . Second Year Diplomal Examination in Printing Technology 

Letterpress Group (new rules ) 
alt.8 . Second Year Diploma Examination in Textile Technology 

( new rules) 
1. 9. Second Year Diploma" Examination in Electronics 
ho (new rules), 

10. , Second Year Diploma Examination in Instrument Techno 

logy (new rules) " ? 
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Final Year Examinations : 
1. Final Year Diploma Examination in Civil Engineering (new 

rules) 
2. Final Year Diploma Examination in MechanicalEngineering 

(new rules) 
3 . Final Year Diploma Examination in Electrical Engineering 

(new rules) 
4. Final Year Diploma Examination in Chemical Technology 

(new rules) 
5. Final Year Diploma Examination in Chemical Engineering 

(new rules) 
6. Final Year Diploma Examination in Automobile Engineering 

(new rules) 
7. Final Year Diploma Examination in Textile Technology 

(new rules) 
8. Final Year Diploma Examination in Printing Technology 

(new rules) Letterpress Group . 
9. Final Year Diploma Examination in Instrument Technology 

(new rules) 
10 . Final Year Diploma Examination in Electronics (new rules ) 
11. Final Year Diploma Examination in Costume Design and 

Dress Making 


Nore --Abolition of Old Rules as per G. O. Rt. No. 933 /77 /H . Edn . dated 

3-6-1977 . 


Candidates who are governed by the Old Rules and who have 
failed in certain subjects in Group system will be permitted to 
appear for the failed subjects alone. If the students secure 40 % 
marks prescribed under new rules in the paper appeared they 
will be permitted to come under new rules. 

! 
... The following institutions will be the centres of the Examination 

noted against each 


.. Name of Centre 
1 

Central Polytechnic, 

Trivandrum 


Name of Examination 
1 . First Year Diploma Examination in 

Engineering 
2. First, Second and Third Year Diploma 

Examination in Electronics 
3 . Second and Final Year Diploma 

Examination in Civil, Mechanical and 

Electrical Engineering 
4. First, Second and Final Year Diploma 

Examination in Textile Technology 


3 


( 1 ) 


( 2 ) 


( 3 ) 


3.1 


** 


i 


2. Sree Narayana Polytechnic , 1 . First Year Diploma Examination in 
Kottiyam 

Engineering 
2 . Second and Final Year Diploma Exa 

mination in Civil, Mechanical and 

Electrical Engineering 
Carmel Polytechnic, 1. First Year Diploma Examination in 
Alleppey ( Punnapra ) 

Engineering 
2 . Second and Final Year Diploma Exa 

mination in Civil, Mechanical and 

Electrical Engineering 
4 ! N.S.S. Polytechnic, 1. First Year Diploma Examination in 
Pandalam 

Engineering 
2. Second and Final Year Diploma Exa 

mination in Civil, Mechanical and 

Electrical Engineering 
5. Govt . Polytechnic, 1. First Year Diploma Examination in 
Kottayam 

Engineering 
2. Second and Final Year Diploma Exa 

mination in Civil, Mechanical and 

Electrical Engineering 
6. Govt. Polytechnic , 

1 . First Year Diploma Examination in 
Kalamassery 

Engineering ( common for First Year 

Auto ) 
2. First, Second and Final Year Diploma 

Examination in Chemical Technology 
3 . Second and Final Year Diploma 

Examination in Civil, Mechanical 

and Electrical Engineering 
4 . Second and Final Year Diploma 

Examination in Automobile Engi 

neering 
7. Maharaja s Technological 1. First Year Diploma Examination in 
Institute , Trichur 

Engineering 
2. Second and Final Year Diploma Exa 

mination in Civil, Mechanical and 

Electrical Engineering 
8. Thiagarajar Polytechnic , 1. First Year Diploma Examination in 
Alagappanagar 

Engineering 
2. Second and Final Year Diploma Exa 

mination in Civil, Mechanical and 

Electrical Engineering 
9. Sree Rama Polytechnic , 1. First Year Diploma Examination in 
Valappad 

Engineering 
2. Second and Final Year Diploma 

Examination in Civil, Mechanical 
and Electrical Engineering 
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(1 ) (2 ) 

( 3) 
10. Govt. Polytechnic , 

1 . 

First Year Diploma Examination . iri 
Perinthalmanna 

Engineering 
2 . Second and Final Year Diploma Exa 

mination in Civil, Mechanical and 

Electrical, Engineering 
11. Seethi Sahib Memorial First Year Diploma Examination in 
Polytechnic, Tirur 

Engineering i ulu !! 
2. First , Second and Final Year Diploma 

Examination in Electronics! 
3. Second and Final. Year Diploma Exa . 

mination in Civil , Mechanical and 

Electrical Engineering 
12. Govt. Polytechnic 1. First Year Diploma Examination in 
Calicut, 

| Engineering (Common for First Year 

Chemical Engineering) 
2. Second and Final Year Diploma Exa 

mination in Civil, Mechanical, Elc 

ctrical and Chemical Engineering 
13 . Govt. Polytechnic 1: First Year Diploma Examination in 
*** Thottada é : O., Cannanore 
1Y. 

2. Second and Final Year Diploma Exa 

mination in Civil, Mechanical and 
OD ! *** 2. Electrical Engineering 

it . Hitri : 3. First, Second and Final Year Diploma 
to be in Textile Technology 
14. Swamy Nityananda 

1. First Year Diploma Examination in 
Polytechnic , Kanhangad Engineering 

2. Second and Final Year Diploma Exa 

mination in Mechanical and Auto 
italico K tomobile Engineering 
15. Women s Polytechnic, 1.7 First , Second and Final Year Diploma 
Trivandrum.br Examination in Instrument Techno 

TOUS logy 

2. First Year Diploma Examination in 
SET Costume Design and Dress Making 

3. Final Year Diploma Examination in 

. Costume Design and DressMaking 
16. Women s Polytechnic , 41: First Year Diploma Examination in 
Trichur 

Costume Design and Dress Making 
Sat 12 

Final Year Diploma Examination in 

Costume Design and Dress Making 
bib 3: First, Second and Final Year Diploma 

:: Examination in Electronics (now 
itabrules) 


1 . 
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(1 ) , (2 ) 

( 3 ) 
17. Womens Polytechnic, 

1 . First Year Diploma Examination in 
Calicut 

Costume Design and Dress making 
2. Final Year Diploma Examination in 

Costume Design and Dress making 
( 18. Institute of Printing 1. First, Second and Final Year Diploma 

Technology, Shoranur Examination in Printing Technology 

Principals of Polytechnics will be the Chief Superintendent of the 
centre concerned for the conduct of the examination . All the Principals 
of the Polytechnics should accept the Chief Superintendentship and they 
will not be exempted from this work on any account. 

Candidateswho have undergone the prescribed course satisfactorily in 
any one of the recognised Polytechnics in this State and, who have secured 
the prescribed minimum attendance i.e. 80 % and above are eligible to 
appear for the examination . However necessary condonation for the shor 
tage in attendance can be obtained for valid reasons from the competent 
authority. 

As per the new rules if a candidate fails in more than 3 subjects 
either written or practical he is not eligible for promotion to the next 
higher class. Candidates who have failed in 3 subjects of the examination will 
be allowed to continue in the next higher class and their result will be 
released only after he passes the subjects in which he failed in the 
examination of the lower class. 

Candidates who have failed in the subjects (New Rules) in the pre 
vious Examination need appear only for the failed subjects in the sub 
sequent examinations. Such candidates should appear for the subsequent 
examinations for all the subjects in which they have failed in the previous 
examination . 

Piece meal appearance will not be allowed. 

Principals of Polytechnics should verify whether the candidate has remitted 
fee for all subjects in which he failed . If any candidate has submitted applications for 
partial appearance such applications need not be forwarded to this office . 

If a candidate fails in the sessional work he should repeat the course 
for one year. 

The results of some candidates of the higher class will be withheld 
irrespective of the fact whether they have passed or failed or were absen 
in the examination . If they have not passed the examination of the lower 
class, such candidates are eligible to sit for the examination of the higher 
class only after the withheld result is released . If any candidate submits 
applications contrary to the above rules , such applicaticns need not be 
forwarded to this office. 
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The following categories of candidates only are eligible to appear for 
the 1st and 2nd year and 2nd and final year examination simultaneously. 
First and Second Year 

Candidates who have obtained subject benefit in the 1st year exami 
nation and are now studying in the second year class only are eligible 
to sit for the 1st and 2nd year examination simultaneously. But the result 
of the 2nd year examination of such candidates will be released only after 
he/she passes the failed subjects of the first year examination . 
Second and Third Year 

Candidates who have not passed the 1st year examination completely 
will not be admitted for the final year examination . 

Candidates who have obtained subject benefit in the second year 
examination and are now studying the third year class only are eligible to sit 
for the second and final year examination simultaneously . But the result 
of the final year examination of such candidates will be released only after 
he / she passes the failed subject of the second year. 

RATE OF FEE FOR THE EXAMINATION 

(New rules) 
All the First Year Examination : 
Whole examination 

Rs. 35 
One subject 

Rs. 10 
Two subjects 

Rs. 20 
Three subjects 

Rs. 30 
Four subjects and above 

Rs. 35 
Fee for mark list 

Rs. 5 
All the Second Year Examination : 
Whole examination 

Rs. 40 
One subject 

Rs. 15 
Two subjects 

Rs. 30 
Three subjects and above 

Rs. 40 
Fee for mark list 

Rs. 5 
All the Final Year Examination : 
Whole examination 

Rs. 45 
One subject 

Rs. 15 
Two subjects 

Rs. 30 
Three subjects and above 

Rs. 45 
Fee for mark list 

Rs. 5 
Fine for late remittance i 

Re. 1 
The fee for the examination should be remitted into a Government 
Treasury in the State Bank under the head of account " 077 B (a ) I Exami 
nation fees" . 
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Remittance of examination fee in a Treasury or State Bank outside the 
State of Kerala may be credited to the head of account under " 077 B (a ) I 
I.S.S.A.” to the Kerala State. 

Fees from the regular candidates (candidates on the roll or of an 
institution ) may be collected by the Principal of the Polytechnic and 
remitted in the Treasury or State Bank (separate remittance may be made 
for the late remittance with fine ) in the name of the Principal and the 
original chalan receipt forwarded along with the nominal list of candidates. 

Private candidates will have to remit the examination fees in the name 
of candidates themselves in separate chalan and the original chalan receipt 
should be forwarded with the application . 

On no account the examination fee be sent to this office in cash or 
cheque or money order or postal order or in any form other than those 
prescribed above . 

Amount remitted as examination fee will not be refunded or adjusted 
towards the fee for a subsequent examination . 

Last dates for remittance of fees without fine and the last date for 
receipt of applications and nominal list in the Office of the Commissioner 
for Government Examinations are fixed as follows : 

Last date for remittance of fee without fine 
( I, II and final year ) 

15-3-1978 
Last date of remittance of fue with fine 
( I, II and final year) 

22-3-1978 
Last date for the receipt of the application 

and nominal list (I, II and final year) by 29-3-1978 
the Secretary to the Commissioner for 

Government Examination, Trivandrum 
Date of submission of application with 

original chalan to the Principals by the 23-3-1978 

Private candidate (I, II and Final Year ) 
The dates of remittance noted above are the dates fixed for remittance 
of fee into the Treasury by the Principals of Institutions and by the private 
candidate and notthe date fixed for the payment of fee by regular candi 
dates in the office of the Polytechnics. 

The applications relating to those candidates who have remitted the fee 
after the last date, need not be forwarded to this office. 

The fees remitted after the last date either by the Principals or students 
will not be accepted . 

The Principals of Polytechnics should remit the fees on or before the 
due dates positively . 


) 
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CHANGE OF 


EN 


The rules now in force as regard to the realisation of examination fee 
from Scheduled Caste , Scheduled Tribe and Educationally Backward 
Classes may be followed . The Principals of Polytechnics should get the 
amount reimbursed from the Harijan Welfare Department and remit the 
amount into the Treasury under the head of account " 077 B (a ) I Exami 
nation fees" and forward the chalan receipt to this office. 

The form ofapplication for private candidate is annexed to the notifica 
tion . Candidates inay use typed or hand written forms on half foolscap 
size paper. The applications should be countersigned by the Principals or 
the head of institutions in which the candidate had completed to the 
course . “ Private candidates need not forward their applications direct to 
this office" . They are to forward their applications with the original 
chalan receipt so as to reach the Principals of the institutions where they 
had undergone the course before the dates specified above. Principals may 
collect such applications and prepare a list in the prescribed form and 
forward the same to this office with the applications received from the 
candidates along with the nominal list and chalan receipt etc. of the regular 
candidates . 

The Principals of the Polytechnics will scrutinise the application and 
see the entries made therein by the candidates are correct and agree with 
the recordsof the Institution. :) 

FOR THE EXAMINATIONS 
Change of centre will not be allowed to any candidate. They should 
take the examination through the centre from where they had completed the 
prescribed course of studies. 

ILI, 
PRACTICAL EXAMINATIONS !: D 
Candidates willnot be permitted to take their practical test in any 
Polytechnic other than the Institution in which they had undergone the 
course . 

Candidates should contact the Principal/Chief Superintendent of the 
centre in advance and ascertain from the Principal, the date fixed for the 
practical. If any candidate fails to contact the Principal in time and ascer 
tain the date fixed for practical this office willnot take up the responsibility 
in the matter. Candidates will not be allowed to do the practical in Polytech 
nics other than the one in which they have studied... 

The Principal may fix the date of each practical after consulting the 
Internal and External examiners . Much publicity may be given for infor 

Candidates who have failed only in practical test and who now appear 
for practicals should apply for admission to the test in the prescribed 
form . 

...v 
s ! Candidates appearing for the practical test should produce their admis 
sion tickets to the examiner for identification . 

vitin 
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CANCELLATION OF CANDIDATURE FOR THE EXAMINATION 
If a candidate desires to cancel his candidature for the examination hel 
she should forward the application duly recommonded by the Principalofthe 
Polytechnic to the Secretary to the Commissioner for Government Exami 
nations before the actual commencement of the examination . If any candi 
date has appeared in any of the papers for the examination his candidature 
for the examination will not be cancelled . 

ISSUE OF MARK LIST 
Mark list will be issued to the candidates appearing for the examination 
through the Principals of the examination centres. 

The Principals of the Polytechnicsshould compulsorily collect Rs. 5.(fee 
for mark list) each from the candidates and remit the amount in the treas 
ury under the head ( f account “ 077 B (c ) other receipts" in separate chalan 
in the name of the Principal and forward the original chalan receipt to this 
office along with the presentation list . Private candidates should also remit 
Rs. 5 in a separate chalin for mark list and send the chalan along with the 
application for admission to the examination through the Principal. 
Request from the candidates for mark list from this office direct will not be 
considered. 
RULES FOR THE REAPPEARANCE OF THE EXAMINATION FOR 

BETTERMENT OF RESULT 
" A candidate who passes the examination (Final year Diploma Exami 
nation in Engineering and Technology ) will be given the option to appear 
again for the same Diploma Examination in Engineering and Technolegy as 
a full course candidate for betterment of result . But no candidate shall be 
permitted for such a reappearance for the betterment of result more than 
once" . Such candidate need not surreder the Diploma already issued . If 
any candidate submit applic tion to appear for the examination as per the 
above rules a declaration of the candidate as mentioned below duly 
countersigned by the lead of the institution may also have to be produced. 

Declaration 
I have passed the Diploma Examination in Engineering held in ...... 

.19....with Reg. No ...... 
through the centre . 

.The total inarks obtained for the exami 
nation is 

out of.... I have not appeared for the 
examination before the betterment of result (vide G. O. Rt. 119/72/S.Edn . 
dated 19-1-1972) . 
Station : 
Date: 

Name and signature of Candidate . 
The statement furnished by the candidate is correct and he is eligible to 
sit for the examination as per G. O. Rt. 119/72/S . Edn . dated 19-1-1972 . 
Station : 
Date : 

Name and signature of Principal . 
G. 40/ J 
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Admission ticket for the candidate will be issued by the Chief Superint 
endent of the centre concerned atleast five days before the commencement 
of the examination . 

A detailed time table for the written examination will be published in 
the Gazette in due course. 

PREPARATION OF A AND B Lists 
1. Separate A and B lists may be prepared in the case of candidate 
appearing for the First, Second and Final Year Diploma Examination in 
Engineering/ Technology for each branch under the new rules. Separate 
formswill be supplied from this office for the new rules. 

2. Separate forms may be used in case of candidates appearing for the 
examination simultaneously . At the top ofthe forms it may be noted in red 
ink as Candidates appearing for the 1st and 2nd year Examinations simul 
taneously or " Candidates appearing for The Second and Final year Exami 
nation simultaneously" as the case may be. 

3. The previous Register Nos. of the candidates should be noted in 
the A and B lists . 

4. The Register No. and year of the candidates in which they have 
passed the 1st and 2nd year examinations should be noted in the appropri 
ate columns of the list . The principalmay verify the mark list issued to the 
candidates if necessary. 

5. The B list of institutional candidates should also be prepared by 
the institution and the same should be signed by the Principal under the 
seal of his institution. The last date for the receipt of applications and 
nominal lit in this office may be strictly adhered to 

The heads of institutions are requested to go through the rules and 
instructions contained in the notification for their guidance. 


Office of the Commissioner for 
Government Examinations, 
Trivandrum - 14 . 


K. A. ARAVINDAKSHAN , 
Secretary to the Commissioner for 

Government Examinations. 
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ANNEXURE 


Application for Admission to the Diploma Examination 
in Engineering Technology/Women s Polytechnic 

Examination - May 1978 
1. Name of the centre of examination 
2 . Whether it is for the 1st, 2nd or final 1st/2nd /final New rules 

year ( xamination 
3. Branch of examination (ie. Civil, Mechanical 

etc. ) 
4 . 

Name of candidate (in block letters as in the 

S.S.L.C.) 
5 . Address in full 
6 . 

Male or female 
7. Religion 

Community if backward 
8 . Date of birth 
9 . Whether the applicant is to appear for the whole 

examination 
10. Register No. and year of previous appearance / 

appearances in ci.se of full course candidates 

and private candidates 
11. If the applicant is to appear for groups/subjects Reg . No. Year 

furnish the Register No. and year in which hel 
she has passed the other groups/subjects (all 
appearances of I, II and final year should be 

furnished as in the case may be ). 
12. Whether the candida e has passed the 1st year 

examination . If passed or failed Register No. 

and year should be shown. 
13. Whether the candidatc has passed the 2nd year 

examination if pas cd /failed Register No. and 

year should be shown. 
14 . 

Whether the candidate is appearing for the 

examination under full course for the better 
ment of result. If so whether the declaration 
of the candidate is enclosed with the applica 

tion 
15. Amount of fee remitted chalan No. and date and 

name of Treasury 
Station : 
Date : 

Signature of the candidate 
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CERTIFICATE 


Certified that the entries in the app ication made by the 
candidate have been carefully verified and found correct with this office 
record 


Station : 


Date : 


Nameand Signature of Principal. 


Seal of Polytechnic) 


Kerala Gazette No. 10 dated 7th March 1978 
PART III 

NOTIFICATION 


No. Ex, C2-4553/ 78. 

22nd February 1978 . 
DIPLOMA AND Post DIPLOMA EXAMINATIONS IN KATHAKALI AND 

BHARATHANATYAM - APRIL , 1978 
It is hereby notified that the Diploma and Post Diploma Examinations 
in Kathakali and Bharathanatyam for the trainees of R. L. V. Academy of 
Music and Fine Arts, Trippunithura will be conducted during April 1978 as 
per the tine-table given in the notification . The subjects for the exami 
nations are as follows: 


I. Diploma Examination in Kathakali: 

1. Group A ( Theory). 

2. Group B (Practical) 
II . Post Diploma Examination in Kathakali: 

1. Group A ( Theory ) 

2. Group B ( Practical) 
III. Diploma Examination in Bharathanatyam : 

1. Group A ( Theory) 

2. Group B (Practical) 
IV . Post Diploma Examination in Bharathanatyam (Nattuvangam ): 

1. Group A (Theory ) 

2. Group B (Practical) 
The examination fees prescribed for the Diploma Examinations in 
Kathakali and Bharathanatyam is Rs. 12 per candidate and for the Post 
Diploma Examinations in Kathakali and Bharathanatyam (Nattuvangam ) is 
Rs. 20 per candidate. 

The last date for the remittance of examination fees without fine is 
14-3-1978 and that with fine of Re. 1 is 17-3-1978 . The Principal, R.L.V. 
Academy of Music and Fine Arts , Trippunithura will collect the examination 
fees from the trainees and remit the same into a Government Treasury 
under the Head of Account "077 Edn . (b ) (a ) (i) " on or before the dates 
prescribed and the original chalan receipt forwarded along with the presen 
tation lists. The chalan receipt, presentation list, the admission ticket and 
identification certificates with photographs of the applicants in the form 
appended, etc., should reach this office on or before 5 p . m . on 22-3-1978 . 

G. 41 AJ 
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The presentation list prepared in a foolscap paper should contain the 
following particulars: 

1 . Sl. No. 
2. Register No. (to be filled in by 

this office ) 
3. (a ) Nameof candidate : 

(b ) Male or Female : 
4. Address of the candidate with 

guardian s name: 
5 . Community : 
6 . Date of birth : 
7. Subject: 
(a ) Theory 

( b ) Practical 
8. Remarks, if any. 


TIME- TABLE 


Tuesday 
25-4-1978 


I. DIPLOMA EXAMINATION IN KATHAKALI 

Group A 
10 a . m . to 12 noon 

Theory I Paper 

(ആട്ടക്കഥാസാഹിത്യവും ചരിതവും) 
2 p . m . to 4 p . m . 

Theory II Paper 
(coomoºLoo) 


Group B 


- 


Wednesday 10 a . m . onwards 

Part A (105MM 
26-4-1978 2 p . m . onwards 

Part B ( ചൊല്ലിയാട്ടം) 
II. Post DIPLOMA IN KATHAKALI 

Group A 
Tuesday 10 a . m . to 1 p . m . 

Theory 
25-4-1978 
Wednesday 10 a . m . onwards 

Practical 
26-4-1978 
III . DIPLOMA EXAMINATION IN BHARATHANATYAM 

Group A 
Tuesday 10 a . m . to 1 p . m . 

Theory 
25-4-1978 


Group B 


Wednesday 10 a . m . onwards 
26-4-1978 


Practical 
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IV . Post DIPLOMA EXAMINATION IN BHARATHANATYAM (NATTUVANGAM ) 

Group A 
Tuesday 10 a . m . to 1 p . m . 

Theory 
25-4-1978 

Group B 
Wednesday 10 a.m. onwards - Practical 
26-4-1978 


N. B. - For practical each candidate should be examined in 14 hours. 


GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS 


Candidates are expected to take their seats in the examination hall 
at least five minutes before the time fixed for the commencement of the 
examination . No candidate will be allowed to quit the examination hall on 
any day until the expiry of half an hour from time fixed for the commence 
ment of the examination and candidates arriving after the expiry of that 
half an hour will not be admitted . 

Strict silence should be maintained in the examination hall . 

No candidate will on any account be allowed to take into the exan ina 
tion hall slates, books or portions of a book ruled sheets manuscripts or 
papers of any kind. Any candidate detected violating the rule or detected 
speaking to or any way communicating with any other person outside the 
examination hall or having, recourse to any unfair practice will be sent out 
of the hall forthwith and his conduct reported to the Commissioner for 
disciplinary action . 

Candidates are forbidden from noting down the answer to any question 
on the question paper itself and they will not be allowed to take any papers 
except their question papers out of the examination hall. 

Candidates are forbidden from tearing up paper, or throwing ink or 
papers on the floor. All spoilt copies etc., should be left on the writing desk 
in the examination hall. 

Candidates will have to write their answers on both sides of the paper 
supplied to them and they will receive the necessary instructions on this 
point in the examination hall from the Chief Superintendent of the 
Examination . 

No candidate will be allowed to exceed the time assigned to cach 
paper. 

No separate hall tickets will be issued for the practical cxaminations. 
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As soon as the candidates have furnished their answers and wish to give 
their answer papers or when the time fixed for each particular part of the 
examination is over the candidates should rise from their seats and remain 
standing until one of the Superintendents has received the answer papers. 
Any candidate wishing to communicate to the Superintendent will pursue 
the same course but will on no account leave his seat. 

The answer paper of the theory examination should be stitched or 
pinned together at the upper left hand corner and the same folded into two 
lengthwise (not cross-wise into four). The Register No. of examination 
should be written out clearly by the candidates on the top right hand side of 
the first page of the answer paper aswell as on the top of the paper after 
it is folded . 
N. B. - 1 . Candidates are strictly forbidden from writing their names on 

the answer papers . 
2 . Candidates should distinctly understand that any answer paper 

sent up without candidates Register No. will not be valued . 
All candidates appearing for the examination according to this notifica 
tion will be deemed to have given an undertaking that they will abide by all 
the rules now in force or those to be brought into effect hereafter in respect 
of the examination . 

No information will be furnished in regard to the results of a candidate 
in any subject or in regard to the particular section or subdivision in which 
he/she may have failed . No revaluation of answer paper is permissible. 

A record of general conduct of the examination should be maintained 
by the Chief Superintendent and a copy thereof forwarded to this office . 
Office of the Commissioner for 

K. A. ARAVINDAKSHAN , 
Government Examinations, 

Secretary to the Commissioner 
Trivandrum -14 . 

for Government Examinations, 


Kerala Gazette No. 10 dated 7th March 1978 . 
PART III 

NOTIFICATION 
No. Ex. C2-8405 /78. 

22nd February 1978 . 
DIPLOMA EXAMINATION IN KATHAKALI CHENDA - APRIL 1978 

It is hereby notified that the Diploma Examination in Kathakali 
Chenda for the trainees of R. L. V. Academy of Music and Fine Arts, 
Trippunithura will be conducted during April 1978 as per the time-table 
given in this Notification . Candidates who have already undergone the 
prescribed course of study according to G. O. Rt. 865/72 /Edn . dated 
23-5-1972 are eligible to appear for this examination . The subjects for the 
examinations are as follows: 

i. Group A (Theory ) 
ii. Group B ( Practical) 

The examination fee prescribed for the Diploma Examination in 
Kathakali Chenda is Rs. 12 per candidate . 

The last date for the remittance of examination fees without fine is 
14-3-1978 and that with a fine of Re: 1 is 17-3-1978 . The Principal, R.L.V. 
Academy of Music and Fine Arts, Trippunithura will collect the examination 
fees from the trainees and remit the same into a Government Treasury 
under the Head of Account " 077 B (a ) (i) on or before the dates prescribed 
and the original chalan receipt forwarded along with the presentation list . 
The chalan receipt , presentation list, the admission ticket and identification 
certificates with photographs of the applicants in the form appended etc. 
should reach this office on or before 5 p.m. on 22-3-1978 . 

The presentation list prepared in a foolscap paper should contain the 
following particulars 

1 . SerialNo. 
2 . Register No. (to be filled in by this office ) 
3. Name of candidate 
4. Address of the candidate with guardians s name 
5. Community 
6 . Date of birth 
7. Subject: 
(a ) Theory 

(b ) Practical 
8. Remarks, if any 

At the bottom of the list the following certificate should be furnished 
duly signed by the Principal. 

“ Certified that the candidates have the prescribed minimum qualifi 
cation and that they have completed the course of study as per rules" . 

(Signature of Principal) . 
G. 41/J 
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Candidates belonging to Scheduled Castes, Scheduled Tribes and Other 
Eligible Communities including Kudumbies and X ian . converts from among 
them are eligible for exemption from payment of examination fees as per 
existing rules, Candidates belonging to Other Backward Communities are not eligible 
for exemption from payment of examination fees . 


TIME TABLE 

Group A 
Tuesday 25-4-1978 10 a . m . to 1 p . m . Theory 

Group B 
Wednesday 26-4-1978 10 a . m . onwards 

Practical 
For practical each candidate should be examined in 2 hours. 

GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS 
Candidates are expected to take their seats in the examination hall at 
least five minutes before the time fixed for the commencement of the 
examination . No candidate will be allowed to quit the examination hall on 
any day until the expiry of half an hour from the time fixed for the com 
mencement of the examination , and candidates arriving after the expiry of 
that half an hour will not be admitted . 

Strict silence should be maintained in the examination hall. 

No candidate will on any account be allowed to take into the exami 
nation hall slates, books or portions of a book , ruled sheets, manuscripts or 
papers of any kind . Any candidate detected violating this Rule or detected 
speaking to or any way communicating with any other person outside the 
examination hall or having recourse to any unfair practice will be sent out 
of the hall forthwith and his conduct reported to the Commissioner for 
disciplinary action. 

Candidates are forbidden from noting down the answer to any question 
on the question paper itself and they will not be allowed to take any papers 
except their question papers out of the examination hall. 

Candidates are forbidden from tearing up paper, or throwing ink or 
papers on the floor. All spoilt copies etc. should be left on the writing desk 
in the examination hall. 

Candidates will have to write their answers on both sides of the paper 
supplied them and they will receive the necessary instructions on this point 
in the examination hall from the Chief Superintendent of the Examination . 

No candidate will be allowed to exceed the time assigned to each paper . 
No separate hall tickets will be issued for the practical examination . 
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As the candidates have furnished their answers and wish to give their 
answer papers or when the time fixed for each particular part of the examin 
ation is over, the candidate should rise from their seats and remain standing 
until one of the Superintendents has received the answer papers. Any 
candidate wishing to communicate to the Superintendent will pursue the 
same course but will on no account leave his seat . 

The answer paper of the theory examination should be stitched or 
pinned together at the upper left hand corner and the same folded into two 
length -wise (no cross-wise into four) . The Register number of examination 
should be written out clearly by the candidate on the top right hand side of 
the first page of the answer paper as well ason the top ofthe paper after it is 
folded . 
N.B. - 1 . Candidates are strictly forbidden from writing their names on 

the answer papers. 
2 . Candidates should distinctly understand that any answer paper 

sent up without candidate s Register Number will not be valued . 
All candidates appearing for the examination according to this notifica 
tion will be deemed to have given an undertaking that they will abide by 
all the rules now in force or those to bebrought into effect hereafter in res 
pect of the examination . 

No information can be furnished in regard to the results of a candidate 
in any subject or in regard to the particular section or subdivision in which 
he/she may have failed. The names of successful candidates in each sub 
ject as published in the Gazette is complete and final. No revalution of 
answer paper is permissible. 

A record or general conduct of the examination should be maintained 
by the Chief Superintendent and a copy thereof forwarded to this office . 


Office of the Commissioner for 
Government Examinations, 

Trivandrum - 14 . 


K. A. ARAVINDAKSHAN , 
Secretary to the Commissioner 
for Government Examinations . 
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IDENTIFICATION CERTIFICATE 


DIPLOMA EXAMINATION IN KATHAKALI CHENDA - APRIL 1978 
( Principal of the R.L.V. Academy of Music and Fine Arts, Trippunithura 

is authorised to sign this Certificate) 
Name of candidate in block letters) : 
Date of birth : 


Full address : 


Photo 


Identifying Officer s name, designation 
and station (No rubber stamp should 
be affixed on the photograph) 

Signature of the Identifying Officer 

( To be signed on the photograph) 
Signature of the candidate ( To be signed 
in the presence of Identifying Officer) . 


ADMISSION TICKET 


DIPLOMA EXAMINATION IN KATHAKALI CHENDA - APRIL 1978 
Place of Examination : R.L.V. Academy of Music and Fine Arts , 

Trippunithura 
Name of candidate : 
Subject : 

A. Theory 
B. Practical 


Photo 
Signature of the Identifying Officer 
( To be signed on the photograph , but no 
rubber stamp should be affixed on the 
photograph ) 
Name and designation 

Signature of the candidate 
Register number : 

( To be signed in the presence of the 

Identifying Officer) 
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IDENTIFICATION CERTIFICATE 
DIPLOMA POST DIPLOMA EXAMINATIONS IN 

BHARATHANATYAM /KATHAKALI - APRIL 1978 
(Principal of the R.L.V. Academy of Music and Fine Arts, 

Trippunithura is authorised to sign this certificate) 
Name of candidate (in block letters) : 
Date of birth : 


Full address : 


Photo 


Identifying Officer s name, designation 
and station (No rubber stamp should 
de affixed on the photograph ) 

Signature of the Identifying Officer 
Signature of the candidate 

( To be signed on the photograph ) 
( To be signed in the presence of 
the Identifying Officer) 

ADMISSION TICKET 
DIPLOMA/POST DIPLOMA EXAMINATIONS IN 

BHARATHANATYAM /KATHAKALI - APRIL 1978 
Place of Examination : R.L. V. Academy of Music and Fine Arts, 

Trippunithura 
Name of candidate : 
Subject : 

A. Theory 
B. Practical 

Photo 


Signature of the Identifying Officer 
( To be signed on the photograph , 
but no rubber stamp should be 
affixed on the photograph ) 
Name designation etc. 
Register No. 

(Seal) 


Signature of the candidate 
( To be signed in the 

presence of the 
Identifying Officer) 


G. 41 AIT. 
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NOTIFICATION 
No. Ex. C3-3420 /78 . 

27th February 1978 . 
Sub :-S. S. L. C. Examination March 1978 – Additional Centres 

sanctioned alter the publication of the original Notification 

No. C3-45644 /77 dated 16-11-1977 . 
Ref: - This office Notification No. 03-45644 /77 dated 16-11-1977 

published in Kerala Government Gazette No. 48 dated 

29-11-1977 . 
As per this office Notification cited 1356 [ 1355 + one - 1161 (a )] schools 
were declared as Examination centres for the conduct of the S. S. L. C. 
Examination March 1978 . Consequent on the lack of accommodation at 
certain centres and on the requests from Parent Teacher Associations of 
certain schools the undermentioned nine schools have since been declared as 
centres for the conduct of the S.S.L.C. Examination March 1978 . 


Centre 
Number 


Name of school declared 

as centre 


Education 
District 


Course under 
which examination 
will be conducted 


21.1- A 
214 - B 
28-1 - A 
414 - A 
512- A 
719- A 
836 - A 


St. Mary s H.S. Mullankolly 
Gwalior Rayon s H.S., Mavoor 
C.B.H.S. Vallikunnu 
Govt . H.S. Kadavallur 
Govt. H.S. Chaipankuzhi 
St. Thomas H.S. Erattayar 
Govt. Medical College H.S. 

Arpookara 
St. Joseph s G.H.S. Paippad 
Vidyadhi Raja Vidya Mandir 
H.S. Vellayambalam 


Kozhikode 
Kozhikode 
Tirur 
Chavakkad 
Irinjalakuda 
Idukki 


A.C.N. 
A.C.N.O. 
A.C.N. 
A.C.N. 
A.C.N. 
A.C.N. 


836 - B 
1319 - A 


Kottayam 
Kottayam 


A.C.N. 
A.C.N. 


Trivandrum 


A.C.N. 


Provisional sanction given to some of the above schools to function as 
new examination centres for the S.S.L.C. Examination March 1978 has 
since been made absolute as the required conditions for opening new exami 
nation centres have been fulfilled by the schools authorities concerned . 

Clubbing and reclubbing of certain schools have also been ordered for 
solving the problem of accommodation for the benefit of candidates. Their 
details are as follows: 


G.42/J 
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CLURBING ORDERED 


Name of Clubbed 

School 


Centre to which clubbed 
with and Centre No. 


Educational 
District 


328 Palghat 
466 Irinjalakuda 


Vijaya Matha Convent 
E.M.H.S. Chittur 
Carmel H.S. Chalakudy 
N.S.S. H.S. for Girls, 

Karuvatta 
Govt. H.S. Nagaroor 


V.G.H.S. Chittur 
B.H.S. Chalakudy 
N.S.S. B H.S. 

Karuvatta 
Govt. H.S. Alemcode 


1019 Alleppey 
1227 Attingal 


RECLUBBING ORDERED 


Name of Reclubbed 

School 


Centre to which reclubbed 

and Centre No. 


Educational 
District 


Govt. H.S. Cheruvannur S.R.K. Mission 

H.S. Kallai 

160 Kozhikode 
Govt. H.S. Omanur 

Govt. H.S. Kondoity 

218 Malappuram 
Govt. H.S. Pookkottupadam Govt. H.S. Pullencode 232 Malappuram 
H.S. Kuthanoor 

C.A.H.S. Coyalmannam 331 Palghat 
Govt. H.S. Elamkulam Boys - S.R.V.HS. 
West Ernakulam 

525 
Girls - Govt. Girls H.S. Ernakulam 
Ernakulam 

530 
M.I.H.S. Ernakulam St. Augustins H.S. 

Ernakulam 

528 Ernakulam 
Govt . H.S. Neriyamangalam L.F.H.S. Oonnukal 645 Moovattu 

puzha 
St. Roch s H.S. Trivandrum Fort Mission Girls 

H.S. Trivandrum 1312 Trivandrum 


The reclubbing ordered above has the concurrence of the Heads of 
Schools concerned . 


Office of the Commissioner 
for Government Examinations, 
Trivandrum - 14 . 


K.A. ARAVINDAKSHAN , 
Secretary to the Commissioner 
for Government Examinations. 


Kerala Gazette No. 10 dated 7th March 1978 . 
PART II 


RE - TENDER NOTIFICATION 


Nr. A1-43971/77 ( D )-1. 

17th February 1978 . 
Sealed tenders in duplicate for the supply of certain dietary articles 
from 1-4-1978 or from such other date that may be fixed later, tu 31-3-1979 
to the following Medical and Public Health Institutions, in Cannanore 
District will be received up to 3 p . m . on Monday, the 20th March 1978 
by the Head of Institutions concerned (viz Superintendent, Civil Surgeon , 
Medical Officer- in - charge). 

(2 ) A Copy of the conditions of tender, schedule of articles, tender 
forms in duplicatc and a copy of the agreement form can be had on 
application , from the institutions concerned Such application should be 
accomanied by two receipted chalans, one towards cost of tender forbis as 
prescribed by the heads of institutions concerned and the other for the 
Sales- tax thereon remitted to any Government Treasury to the credit of 
the Kerala Government under the Head of Account " 080 Medical A 
Allopathy (f) other receipts 8 Miscellaneous" and 040 Sales Tax (b ) Receipts 
under Slate Sales Tax Act- 1 Tax Collection respectively together with 
solver cy certificate in origi al (or attested copy ) obtained from the Tahsildar 
conceined on O after 1-10-1977 . The cost of tender forms can be 
ascertained from the iustitutions concerned . The sale of tender papers will 
commence about two weeks prior to the last date fixed (i e. 7-3-1978 ) and 
will be stopped a day before the last day bour fixed for the submission 
of tenders or on the previous working day if the day prior to the tender 
date happens to be a holiday . 

( 3) The tender should be submitted to the Superintendent/ Civil 
Surgeon /Medical Officer- in -charge of the institutions concerned . 

(4 ) Each tender must be accompanied besides the receipt for Earncst 
Money Deposit equal to 1 % of the total aggregate value by a solvency 
certificate incorporating the encumbrance certificate also in the prescribed 
form obrai ed on or after 1-10-1977 duly signed by the Tahsildar or true 
copy of the same duly attested by a Gazetted Officer. In the abser ce of 
the encumbrance certificate from the Tahsildar, the same obtained from the 
Sub Registry Office of the area concerned should be produced . 

(5 ) Intending tenderers should send along with their tender an agree 
ment executed and signed by the tenderers and the Medical Officers- in 
charge in Kerala Stamp Paper worth Rs. 3 in the form prescribed in the 
general conditions of tender in the Stores Purchase Rules. 

G. 335 
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(6 ) As per clause 22 of conditions of tender , the tenderers should 
submit the licence obtained from the competent authority along with the 
tender for the supply ofthose dietary articles for which licence are to be 
taken under Food Adulteration Act. 

(7) Items of articles tendered and such other details can be had from 
the institutions concerned . 


NAMES OF INSTITUTIONS 
Sanatorium for Chest Diseases, Pariyaram . 
Taluk HQ Hospitals, Kasaragod , Kanhangad and Tellicherry . 
Government Hospital, Mattool . 
Government Dispensaries, Beyar, Mangalpady, Karivallur, Naduvil, 

Cherukunnu, Parassinikkadavu, Kelakam , Angadikadavu and 

Panamaram . 
Government Rural Dispensaries, Vellarikundu, Kudiyanmala and 

Kanichar, 
Primary Health Centre . Kumbala , Muliyar, Periye, Pappinisseri, 

Mayyil, Azhikkode, Iriveri, Pinarayi and Iritty . 


District Medical Office , 

Cannanore. 


P. GOPALA MENON , 
District Medical Officer of Health. 
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University of Cochin 

NOTIFICATION 
No. Ac. B3-105 /77-78 . 

6th January 1978 . 
In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 34 ( 1) of the Cochin 
University Act ( Act 30 of 1971) the Academic Council subject to the 
approval of the Syndicate, has made the following Regulations relating 
to qualification of teachers under the Faculty of Technology . 

2. In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 34 ( 3) of the suid 
Act, the Syndicate hereby directs that the said Regulations be deemed to 
have come into force on 7-10-1977 . 

4. FACULTY OF TECHNOLOGY 
( 1 ) Department of Ship Technology 
(1) (a ) Prof. of Naval Architecture 

A degree in Naval Architecture with 5 years standing in the Profession 
with teaching experience . 

(6) Prof. in Ship Building 

A degree in Naval Architecture or Mechanical Engineering or Civil 
Engineering or Marine Engineering with First Class M , O. T. Certificate 
and 10 years of Ship Building experience . 

Age: Not above Fifty years. 
( ii) (a) Reader in Naval Architecture 

A degree in Naval Architecture with 3 years standing in the pro 
fession preferably with teaching experience. 

(6 ) Reader in Marine Engineering 

A First Class combined M.O.T. Certificate with teaching experience! 
Lient. Commander in Engineering branch of the Indian Navy . 

Age: Not above forty five years. 
(ii) Lecturer 

A degree in Naval Architecture. 

Age: Not above thirty - five years. 
( iv ) Chief Draughtsman (Construction , Hull & Mechanical) 

Diploma in Engineering with a minimum of 7 years experience as 
Draughtsman in the Indian Navy or in Ship Yards. 

Age : Not above thirty- five years. 
(v ) Draughtsman 

Diploma in Enginecring with a minimum of 3 years expcrience as 
Draughtsman in the Indian Navy or in Ship Yards. 

G. 19/ V . 


2 


Age: Not above thirty- five years. 

(2 ) Department of Electronics 
(0) Professor: 

A First Class Master s Degree in Engineering with specialisation in 
Electronics and Communication systems. Either a research degree of a 
Doctorate standard or published work of a high standard . 

About 5 years of teaching experience at Post- graduate level and 
experience of guiding research . 

Age: Not more than 45 years. 
( ii) Reader: 

A First Class Master s Degree in Engincering with specialisation in 
Electronics and Communication systems. Either a research degree of a 
Doctorate standard or published work of a high standard . 

About 3 years of teaching experience at post-graduate level and 
experience of guiding research 

Age: Not more than 40 years. 
(iii) Lecturer : 

A first class Master s Degree in Engineering with specialisation in 
Electronics and Communication systems. 

Two years of approved Research or Teaching experience at post 
graduate level. 

Age: Not more than 35 years. 

(3 ) Department of Polymer Science and Rubber Technology 
(i) Professor of Polymer Science/Polymer Technology 

A Second Class Master s Degree with a minimum of 50 % marks in 
the respective subject. Either a research degrec of a Doctorate standard 
or published research work of high standard . 5 years of teaching 
experience with experience in guiding research . 

Age: Not more than 45 years. 
(ii) Reader in Rubber Technology/ Plastic Technology 

A second class B. Tech . Degree with at least 50 % marks in respective 
subject 

OR 
A Second Class Master s Degree in Polymer Science with speciali 
sation in the respective subject . 

A research Degree of Doctorate standard or published research work 
of high standard with 3 years of teaching experience . 

Age: Not more than 40 years. 
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(iii) Lecturer in 1Rubber Technology /Plastic Technologº 
Essential: Al second class B. Tech . Degree with minimum of at least 
50 % marks in the respective subject 

OR 
A sccond class Master s Degree in Polymer Science with 
specialisation in the respective subjects 

OR 
A second class Master s Degree in Chemistry with at 
least 3 years of Research /Development experience or an 

Associateship or Diploma in the respective subject. 
Desirable: Soine teaching experience 

Age: Not more than 35 years. 
NOTE: 

1. Qualifications may be relaxed in deserving cases where there 
are no applicants duly qualified under the above regulations. 

2. Age limits may be relaxed in deserving cascs. 

3. Two year s Research experience may be equated with one year 
of teaching experience . 

4. Age limits need not apply to teachers in the service of the 
University . 


Hill Palace , 
Tripunithura . 


M. P. MADHAVAN NAIR , 

Registrar. 
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Cochin Port Trust 
NOTIFICATION 


. 


No. P2/12411/ 77 /S . 

7th February , 1978 , 
The following draft régulationswhich the Cochin Port Trust Board 
proposes to make to amend the Cochin Port Employees (Leave) -Regula . 
tions 1964, in exercise of the powers conferred by section 23 of the Major 
* Port Trusts Act, 1963 ( 38 of 1963), read with section 124 of that . Act, 
are hereby published for the information of persons likely to be affected 
thereby. Notice is hereby given that the draft will be taken up for corsi 
deration on 15-3-1978 . Any objection or suggestion which may be received 
by the Port Trust Board with respect to the draft on or before the date so 
specified shall be taken into consideration by the Port Trust Board . 

1. (1) These regulations may be called the Cochin Port Employees 
(Leave) First Amendment Regulations, 1978 . 

(2) They shall be deemed to have come into force on tas 
30th September, 1977. 
12. In the Cochin Port Employees ( Leave ) Regulations, 1964 (herein 
after referred to as the said regulations), in regulation 3, after sub -regula 
tion (c), the followingsub-regulation shall be inserted , namely: 

" (cc) date of retirement or date of his retirement in relation to an 
employee means the afternoon of the last day of the month in which the 
employee attains the age prescribed for retirement under the terms and 
conditions governing his service." 

3. In the said regulations, for regulation 7, the allowing regulation 
shall be substituted , namely: 

“ 7. (1) Except as provided hereinafter. no leave shall be granted 
to an ciuployee beyond 

(a ) the date of his retirement, or 
(b ) the date of his final cessation of duties, 0 * 
(c ) the date on which he retires by giving notice, or he is 

retired by giving him notice or pay and allowances in lieu 
of such notice, in accordance with the terms and conditions 

of his service , or 
. (d ) the date of his resignation from service. 
(2) An employee to whom clause (c) of sub -regulation (1) pplies 
or an employee who is compulsorily retired as a measure of punishment 
under the disciplinary rules may be granted leave due and admissible to 
him which may extend beyond the date on which he retires or is retired 
fiom service, but not extending beyond the date of retirement : 

G , 15 / V 
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Provided that an employee who is retired by giving him . pay ani 
allowances in lieu of notice may apply for leave within the period for which 
such pay and allowances Ivece given , and where he is granted leave, the 
leave salary shall be allowed only for the period of leave excluding that 
period for which pay and allowances in lieu of notice have been allowed : 
Provided further that the leave salary admissible in 

respect of leave 
extending beyond the notice period would be reduced by the amount of 
pension and pension equivalent of other retirement benefits. 
( 3) Where 

the service of an employee has been ex 
tended in the interest of Board s service beyond the date of retirement, he 
may be granted during the period of such extension any earned leave 
due in respect of the period of extension and the carned leave standing to 
his credit on the date of superannuation , subject to a maximum of 120 or 
180 days, as the case may be, as preseribed in regulation 8 . 

(4 ) Where the service of an employee , not in permanent employ , 
is terminated by notice. or by payment of pay and allowances in lieu of 
notice , or otherwise in accordance with the erins and conditions of his 
appointment, he may be granted earned leave to his credit, subject to a 
maximum of 120 days, even though such leave extends beyond the date 
on which he ceases to be, in service. If the employee himself resigns or 
quits service, hemay be granted earned leave to the extent of half of such 
leave to his credit subject to a maximum of 60 days : 

Provided tħat the leave so granted to such an employee, other than 
an employee re-employed after the date of retirement, does not extend 
beyond the date of his retirement. 

(5 ) An employee retiring, on superannuation on or after 30-9-1977 
shall be paid cash equivalent of leave salary in respect of the 

period of 
carned leave at his crcdit at the time of retirement, subject to the follow 
ing conditions : 5 

(a) The payment of cash equivalent of leave salary shall be limited 

to a maximum of 180 days earned leave : 
(b) The --th equivalent of leave salary thus admissible will become 

paya .e on retirement and will be paid in one lump-sum as a 

one- time settlement ; 
(c) The cash equivalent payable under this sub -regulation shall be 

equal to leave salary (without allowances other than dearness 
allowance and additional dearness allowance admissible on that 
leave salary at the rates in force on the date retirement) as 
admissible for earned leave, subject to deduction on account 
of pension and pension equivalent of other retirement benefits 

for the period for which cash equivalent is payable ; 
( d) The authority empowered to grant leave shall suo moto issue 

order granting cash equivalent of leave salary for the period 
of earned leave at credit on the date of retirement: 


Provided that the provisions of this sib -regulation shall apply 9 am 
employee referred to in sub-regulation (3 ) ; and in such cases the cash 
equivalent of leave salary admissible under this sub -regulation shall become 
payable on his retire.nent on expiry of the period of extension , and shall be 
to the extent of earned leave at credit on the date of superannuation plus 
the earned leave earned during the period of extension reduced by earned 
leave availed of. during such period , subject to a maximum of 180 days." 

EXPLANATORY MEMORANDUM 
These regulations are given retrospective effect from 30-9-1977 since 
the provisions contained in Ministry of Finance O. M. 
No. P - 14028 /1 /77 -E IV ( A ), dated 29-10-1971, based on which these 
regulations are framed , have been made applicable to Central Government 
Servants retiring on or after 30-9-1977. No employee would be adversely 
affected by reason of the retrospective effect. 


the 


Cochin -3. 


M. J. KURIAN , 

Secretary . 


